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highlights 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


i 

















ARMED FORCES PROMOTIONS AND 
DISABILITY SEPARATIONS 

Executive order suspending certain limitations 
UNITED NATIONS DAY 

Presidential proclamation 
SURFACE COAL MINING AND RECLAMATION 
OPERATIONS 

interior/SMRE announces availability of draft regulatory analy- 

sis On proposed permanent program regulations; comments by 
11-17-78 42786 
HEALTH PROFESSIONS FINANCIAL 

DISTRESS 

HEW/HRA announces acceptance of grant applications for FY 

1979; postmarked no later than 11-3-78 42788 
CHLOROFLUOROCARBONS 


EPA proposes to expand ihe scope of exemptions to cover 
total release and metered vaive aerosol devices which are 
subject to the Toxic Substances Control Act; comments by 
10-23-78 42770 


RELOCATION OF MOBILE HOME 
OCCUPANTS 


Interior adopts guidelines for moving and related expenses 
and for replacement housing payments; effective 10-20-78 ... 42771 
UNIFORM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE 


interior clarifies and adopts provisions including guidelines for 
payments to displaced mobile home occupants (3 documents); 
effective 10-20-78 42751-42756 


MANDATORY PETROLEUM PRICE 
REGULATIONS 


DOE/FERC permits passthrough of increased processing and 
marketing costs in price of natural gas liquids and natural gas 
liquid products (Part V of this issue) 42984 


BOATS AND ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT 

DOT/CG proposes change in format for display of capacity 
information; comments by 11-20-78 (Part VI of this issue) 43006 
INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS 

DOT/FHWA revises regulations on incentive payments for _ 
controlling outdoor advertising; effective 9-6-78 ' 42742 
MARKETING RESEARCH INDUSTRY 


FTC states its intention to take appropriate enforcement action 
against those who use secret coding in marketing research in 
the event it may be causing substantial consumer injury; 
effective 9-21-78 42741 
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CONTINUED INSIDE 





AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/ 
Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 





Monday 


Tuesday 


Wednesday 


Thursday 


Friday 





DOT/COAST GUARD 


USDA/ASCS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 


USDA/ASCS 





DOT/NHTSA 


USDA/APHIS 


DOT/NHTSA 


USDA/APHIS 





DOT/FAA 


USDA/FNS 


DOT/FAA 


USDA/FNS 





DOT/OHMO 


USDA/FSQS 


DOT/OHMO 


USDA/FSQS 





DOT/OPSO 


USDA/REA 


DOT/OPSO 


USDA/REA 





CSA 


csc 


CSA 


csc 





LABOR LABOR 
HEW/FDA 





HEW/FDA 























Documents normaily scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day 
following the holiday. ; 

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, Office 
of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


NOTE: As of August 14, 1978, Community Services Administration (CSA) documents are being assigned to the Monday/ Thursday 
schedule. 





Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended: 44 U.SC., 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


Phone 523-5240 


The FepERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency. 


The FEDERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 


Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 
D.C. 20402. 





federal register 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FepEeraL REGISTER. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be 


made by dialing 202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 
Subscription orders (GPO) 
Subscription problems (GPO) 

“Dial - a- Reg” (recorded sum- 
mary of highlighted documents 
appearing in next day’s issue). 

WRI, D.C. ...200ce00esceccs0020 
Chicago, Ill 
Los Angeles, Calif 

Scheduling of documents for 
publication. 

Photo copies of documents appear- 
ing in the Federal Register. 


202-783-3238 
202-275-3050 


202-523-5022 
312-663-0884 
213-688-6694 
202-523-3187 


523-5240 


Corrections 
Public Inspection Desk 
Finding Aids 





523-5237 
523-5215 
523-5227 


Public Briefings: “How To Use the 
Federal Register.” 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 


523-3517 


523-3419 
523-3517 
523-5227 





Finding Aids 





PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 
Executive Orders and Proclama- 
tions. 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential 
Documents. 


523-5233 
523-5235 


523-5235 
523-5235 


PUBLIC LAWS: 

Public Law dates and numbers 523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 


523-5230 
523-3408 
523-4534 


U.S. Government Manual 
Automation 


Special Projects 





HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


OFF-ROUTE CHARTER RULES 


CAB removes ail restrictions on cargo charters by all-cargo 
Carriers, raises the volume limits for other charters by sched- 
uled carriers, and liberalizes the frequency restrictions for 
those charters; effective 10-20-78 42736 


FISHERY CONSERVATION AND 
MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1976 

State issues notice of applications for permits to fish off the 
coasts of the United States (Part Ill of this issue) 

RATE FIXING AGREEMENTS UNDER 
SHIPPING ACT 

FMC modifies final rule on self-policing of Commission ap- 
proved agreements; effective 1-1-79 
TRANSPORTATION REGULATIONS AGENDA 
AND REVIEW LIST 

DOT publishes semiannual summary of prospective provisions 
(Part Il of this issue) 
MIGRATORY BIRD HUNTING 

Interior/FWS establishes late seasons and bag and posses- 
sion limits; effective 9-21-78 (Part IV of this issue) 
PESTICIDE RESIDUES 


EPA establishes tolerances for O,O-dimethy! S-[(4-oxo-1,2,3- 
benzotriazin-3(4/)-yl)methyl] phosphorodithioate; effective 
9-21-78 





42757 





42914 








RURAL HEALTH CLINIC SERVICES 


HEW/HCFA announces screening guidelines and a payment 
limit for determining Medicare and Medicaid reimbursement 
rates for covered services furnished by certain rural health 
Clinics 42787 


MEETINGS— 


- ACUS: Committee on Licenses and Authorizations, 
10-12-78 
CRC: Ohio Advisory Committee, 10-14-78 
Commerce/Census: American Economic Association Cen- 
sus Advisory Committee, 10-13-78 
Sec’y: Grants Administration Task Force, 10-6-78 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service: Arbitration Serv- 
ices Advisory Committee, 10-19 and 10-20-78 
HEW/OE: Financial Aid to Students Advisory Council, 
10-6-78 
NIH: Cancer Control Intervention Programs Review Com- 
mittee, 10-12 and 10-13-78 
Cancer Control Grant Review Committee, 10-30 and 
10-31-78 
Interior/BLM: Salmon District Grazing Advisory Board, 
10-26-78 
OSMRE: Mining and Mineral Resources Research Adviso- 
ry Committee, 10-5-78 
NRC: ACRS Subcommittees and Working Groups, meetings 
for the month of September, October and November 








42774 
42775 





42776 
42777 





42786 





42788 





42788 





42820 





42821 





42825 
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State/AID: Joint Committee for Agricultural Development of 
the Board for International Food and Agricultura! Devel- 


opment, 10-10 and 10-11-78 


HIGHLIGHTS—Continued — 


42830 





Joint Research Committee of the Board for International 
Development, 


Food and Agricultural 
10-11-78 


10-10 and 


42830 





Sec’y: Secretary of State’s Advisory Committee on Private 


international Law, 10-25-78 


Part Il, DOT/Secy 


DOT/CG: Chemical Transportation Advisory Committee’s 
Subcommittee on Liquefied Gas Vessels, 10-25-78 
VA: Special Medical Advisory Group, 10-2 and 10-3-78 


MEETING AMENDED— 
HEW/NIH: Cardiology Advisory Committee, 10-4-78 


SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE | 


42832 
42836 





42830 





Siudy Group 1 of the U.S. Organization for the Interna- 
tional Telegraph and Telephone Consultative Commit- 


tee (CCITT), 10-12-78 


Part lil, State 





Part IV, Interior/FWS 
Part V, Energy/ERA 








42831 








Part Vi, DOT/CG 





reminders 


(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FepERAL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within i4 days of publication.) 





Rules Going into Effect Today 











interior/BLM—Lands subject to leasing. 
37202; 8-22-78 
GS—Modifications, coal mining regulations. 
37181; 8-22-78 





List of Public Laws 











This is a continuing listing of public bills 
that have become law, the text of which is 
not published in the FrEpERAL REGISTER. 
Copies of the laws in individual pamphlet 
form (referred to as “slip laws”) may be 
—" from the U.S. Government Printing 

ice. 


{Last Listing: September 19, 1978] 
H.R. 6669 Pub. L. 95-367 


National Climate Program Act. (Sept. 17, 
1978; 92 Stat. 601). Price: $.60. 





H.R. 2931 Pub. L. 95-368 
To amend chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code, to establish uniformity in Federal 
employee heaith benefits and coverge by 
preempting certain State or local laws 
which are inconsistent with such contracts, 
and for other purposes. (Sept. 17, 1978; 92 
Stat. 606). Price: $.50. 
H.R. 10899 Pub. L. 95-369 
International Banking Act of 1978. (Sept. 17, 
1978; 92 Stat. 607). Price: $.90. 
H.R. 12240 Pub. L. 95-370 
Intelligence and intelligence-Related Activi- 
ties Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1979. 
(Sept. 17, 1978; 92 Stat. 626). Price: $.50. 
H.J. Res. 1014 Pub. L. 95-371 
Designating April 28 and 29 of 1979 as 
“Days of Remembrance of Victims of the 
Holocaust.” (Sept. 18, 1978; 92 Stat. 628). 
Price: $.50. 











S.9 Pub. L. 95-372 
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act Amend- 
ments of 1978. (Sept. 18, 1978; 92 Stat. 
629). Price: $2.00 
H.R. 13468 Pub. L. 95-373 
District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 1979. 
(Sept. 18, 1978; 92 Stat. 699). Price: $.60. 
H.R. 12927 Pub. L. 95-374 
Military Construction Appropriation . Act, 
1979. (Sept. 18, 1978; 92 Stat. 707). Price: 
$.60. 
S. 1633 Pub. L. 95-375 
To provide for the extension of certain Feder- 
al benefits, services, and assistance to the 
Pascua Yaqui Indians of Arizona, and for 
other purposes. (Sept. 18, 1978; 92 Stat. 
712). Price: $.50. 
H.R. 10878 Pub. L. 95-376 
To extend until October 1, 1981, the volun- 
tary insurance program provided by sec- 
tion 7 of the Fisherman’s Protective Act of 
1967, and for other purposes. (Sept. 18, - 
1978; 92 Stat. 714). Price: $.60. 
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THE PRESIDENT 


Executive Orders 


Armed Forces promotions and 
disability separations; suspen- 
sion of certain limitations 

Proclamations: 

United Nations Day 


EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
UNITED STATES 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Licenses and Authorizations 
Committee 


AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 

DEVELOPMENT 

Notices. 
Meetings: 

International Food and 
Agricultural Development 
Board, Joint Committee on 
Agricultural Development ... 

International Food and 
Agricultural Development 
Board, Joint Research Com- 
mittee 








42830 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 


Rules 


Milk marketing orders: 
Puget Sound, Wash 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 


See aiso Agricultural Marketing 
Service; Forest Service; Soil 
Conservation Service. 


ANTITRUST DIVISION, JUSTICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Notices 
Competitive impact statements 
and proposed consent judg- 
ments; U.S. versus listed 
companies: 
Hawaiian Holidays 
Inc., et al 


CENSUS BUREAU 
Notices 
Meetings: 

American Economic Associ- 
ation Census Advisory Com- 
mittee 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules 
Charters: 

Trips and special services; off- 
route charter rules all-cargo 
carriers 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 
Notices 


Meetings, State advisory com- 
mittees: 
Ohio 


Tours, 














42775 


contents 


COAST GUARD 
Rules 


Safety zones, establishment: 

Los Angeles River Channel, 
Calif 

Security zones: 

East River, N.Y 

Proposed Rules 
Boating safety: 

Boats and associated equip- 
ment; display of capacity in- 
formation 

Notice 
Bridges, highway; proposed con- 
struction: 

Jacksonville, Fla.; hearing 

Depue, [ll.; hearing 

Deepwater port license applica- 
tions: 

Texas Deepwater Port Au- 
thority 

Meetings: 

Chemical Transportation Ad- 
visory Committee 

Tanker safety and pollution 
prevention; information and 
regulatory implementation 
plan; schedule change 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


See also Census Bureau; Eco- 
nomic Development Adminis- 
tration; Industry and Trade 
Administration; National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Admin- 
istration. 


Notices 
Meetings: 
Grants Administration Task 
Force 


ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT | 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 
Import determination petitions: 


Baroness Leather Products, 
Inc., et al 


ECONOMIC REGULATORY 
ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 
Petroleum price regulations, 
mandatory: 

Natural gas liquids and liquid 
products; passthrough of in- 
creased processing and mar- 
Keting costs 

Notices 
Environmental 
availability, etc.: 

Northern States Power Co. 
500 kV international trans- 
mission line, Minn 


EDUCATION OFFICE 
Notices 
Information collection and 




















statements; 


data acquisition activity, de- 
scription; inquiry 
Meetings: 
Financial Aid to Students Ad- 
visory Council ........... cceadeaneese ‘ 


ENERGY DEPARTMENT 


See also Economic Regulatory 
Administration; Federal En- 
ergy Regulatory Commis- 
sion. 


Notices 


Committees; establishment, re- 
newals, terminations, etc.: 
Global effects of carbon diox- 
ide study group 
Management Office Advisory 
Committee; telephone num- 
ber change 
Environmental statements; 
availability, etc.: 
Brookhaven National labora- 
tory, Upton, N.Y 





ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities; 
tolerances and exemptions, 
etc.: 

O,O-Dimethyl S-(4-o0xo-1,2,3- 
benzotriazin-3 (4H)-yl) meth- 
yl) phosphorodithioate 


Proposed Rules 


Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities; 
tolerances and exemptions, 
etc.: 

Inert ingredients 
Toxic substances: 
Chlorofluoraikanes, fully ha- 
logenated, used in aerosol 
propellants; total release 
and metered valve aerosol 
devices; exemption 


FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 


Rules: 

Airworthiness directives: 
Gulfstream American Corp. ... 
Hartzell 
McCauley . 

Control zone and transition area 

Restricted areas; correction 

Standard instrument approach 
procedures 


Proposed Rules 


Airworthiness directives: 
Boeing 
Transition area 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 


Hearings, etc.: 
Brown—New Hampshire, Inc.. 
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42732 
42731 


. 42730 


42734 





Central Illinois Public Service 
Co 
Empire District Electric Co .... 
Kansas Power & Light Co 
Northern States Power Co 
Ohio Power Co 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Co. et al 
Reeves Brothers, Inc 
Southside Electric Coopera- 
tive 
Southwest Gas Co ..........0000 sieve 
Transco Exploration Co 42783 
Utah Power & Light Co 42783 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Payment procedures: 
Incentive payments; control 
advertising control on inter- 
state system 42742 


FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Flood insurance; communities 
eligible for sale: 
Alabama et al 
Ohio 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Rules 

Self-policing requirements for 
section 15 agreements wooo 42757 


FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION 
SERVICE 


Notices 


Meetings: 
Arbitration Services Advisory 
Committee 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Rules 

Administrative interpretations, 
etc.: 


Secret coding in marketing re- 
search 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 
Hunting: 
Tamarac National Wildlife 
Refuge, Minn 
Upper Souris National Wild- 
life Refuge, N. Dak 
Migratory bird hunting: 
Seasons, limits, and shooting 
hours, establishment, etc 


FOREST SERVICE 
Rules 
Prohibitions: 
Manistee National Forest; 


Pine River area; permits re- 
quired 


HEALTH CARE FINANCING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Aged and disabled health insur- 


42779 
42779 
42780 
42780 
42780 








42781 
42781 





42781 
42784 








42743 
42747 

















CONTENTS 
ance and medical assistance 


programs: 

Rural health clinic services 
reimbursement; — screening 
guidelines 42787 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 


See Education Office; Health 
Care Financing Administra- 
tion; Health Resources Ad- 
ministration; National In- 
stitutes of Health. 


HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Grants; availability: 


Health professions financial 
distress; grants to schools.... 42788 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT ~ 
DEPARTMENT 


See Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU 
Proposed Rules 


Licensed Indian traders; sale of 
arms and ammunition 


Notices 
Distribution plans and termina- 


tion notices: 
California rancherias seveeneenennene 


INDUSTRY AND TRADE ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Export licensing: 
Shotguns, sporting; commod- 
ity control list 
Notices 
Watches and watch movements; 
allocation of quotas: 
Guam and Virgin Islands; cor- 
rection 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 


See also Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice; Indian Affairs Bureau; 
Land Management Bureau; 
National Park Service; Sur- 
face Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement Office. 


Procurement; protective cloth- 
ing Or EQUIDMENL.........ccccccees wabes 
Property management: 
Relocation assistance, uni- 
form, and real property ac- 
quisition policies (3 
documents) 42751-42766 
Proposed Rules 
Property management: 
Relocation assistance, uni- 
form, and real property ac- 
quisition policies 
Notices 
Environmental 
availability, etc.: 
Tuskegee Institute National 
Historic Site, Ala 








statements; 


42821 


Watches and watch movements; 
allocation of quotas: 
Guam and Virgin Islands; cor- 
rection 42776 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices 


Hearing assignments ...... sabbsdpenanes 
Motor carriers: 

Transfer proceedings ...... eisenen 
Petitions, applications, finance ° 
matters (including temporary 
authorities), railroad aban- 
donments, alternate route 
deviations, and _ intrastate 

applications 
Petitions filing: 
Trailways, Inc.; extension. of 
time 
Railroad car service orders; var- 
ious companies: 
All railroads 
Burlington Northern, Inc........ 
Chicago & North Western 
Transportation Co..........0000008 
Chicago, Rock Island é& Pacif- 
ic Railroad Co ..........000 pisseanenee 
Railroad car service rules, man- 
datory; exemptions (2 docu- 
ments) 
Railroad freight rates and char- 
gers; various States, etc.: 
Nationwide 
Rerouting of traffic: 
Chesapeake & Ohio railway 
Co 
CP Rail et al 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 


See Antitrust Division, Justice 
Department. 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices : 
Alaska native selections; appli- 
cations, etc.: 
Belkofski Corp 
Tyonek Native Corp. et al.; 
temporary suspension 
Applications, etc.: 
Colorado (2 documents) 42818, 42819 
Coal leases: 
Utah 
Meetings: 
Salmon District Grazing Advi- 
sory Board 42820 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re- 
quests .., 42829 

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU 

Proposed Rules 


Pipeline transportation of gas: 
Accident prevention, recom- 
mendations by NTSB; with- 
drawn 
Gathering line, 
. withdrawn 





42847 























42818 





42820 


42820 











42772 





definition; 
42773 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Cancer Control Grant Review 
Committee 
Cancer Control Intervention 
Programs Review Commit- 
42783 


42788 








. 42789 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 
Fishery conservation and man- 
agement: 

Cod, haddock and yellowtail 
flounder, Atlantic; landing 
limitations 

Surf clam and ocean quahog 
fisheries, Atlantic; surf clam 
area closure 

Notices 
Marine mammal permit applica- 
tions, etc.: 

Dawson, Dr. Wiliam W 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Draft general management 


plan for Yosemite National 
Park .... 





42821 





NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 


Notices 


Safety recommendations and 
accident reports; availabil- 


ity, responses, etc 42826 


CONTENTS 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 
Applications, etc.: 
Yankee Atomic Electric Co .... 
Meetings: - 
Reactor Safeguards Advisory 
Committee 


POSTAL SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 
Postal service manual: 
Security of mail; delay, deten- 
sion, or opening mail, etc.; 
Puerto Rico 


SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
Notices 


Environmental statements on 
watershed projects; avail- 
ability, etc.: 

Briscoe Floodwater Retarding 
Structure RC&D Measure, 


42825 


42825 


Nebr 

FM 830 Boat Ramp Recrea- 
tion Development RC&D 
Measure, Tex 

Navarino Wildlife Area Criti- 
cal Area Treatment and 
Public Water-Based Fish 
and Wildlife RC&D Meas- 





West Clinton Flood Preven- 
tion RC&D Measure, Ind 


STATE DEPARTMENT 


See also Agency for Internation- 
al Development. 
Notices 
Fishing permits, applications: 
Japan, Poland, and Romania... 42956 


Meetings: 

International Telegraph and 
Telephone Consultative 
Committee 

Private International Law Ad- 
visory Committee 


SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 


ENFORCEMENT OFFICE 
Proposed Rules 
Regulatory analysis statements; 
availability 
Notices 
Mining plan for public review; 
availability 
Meetings: 
Mining and Mineral Re- 
sources Research Advisory 
Committee 


TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT | 
See also Coast Guard; Federal 
Aviation Administration; Fed- 
eral Highway Administration; 


Materiais Transportation Bu- 
reau. 


Rules 


Time zone boundaries, stand- 
ard; CFR correction 


Notices 
Regulations agenda and review 
list; semi-annual summary 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Special 





medical advisory 
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue 








The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s issue. A 
cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents 
published since the revision date of each title. 





3 CFR 
EXECUTIVE ORDERS: 


10616 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 
11151 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 
11437 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 
11554 (Revoked by EO 12082).... 


12082 


42727 
42727 
42727 
42727 
42727 





PROCLAMATIONS: 
4597 


42725 





7 CFR 








39 (3 documents) 
71 





42729 


. 42984 


42732 
42734 
42734 





42734 





42736 





42766 





42766 








wee 42741 


25 CFR 


PROPOSED RULES: 


PROPOSED RULES: 


Ch, VII 
33 CFR 











PROPOSED RULES: 
180... 
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eresidential documents | 


[3195-01] 


Title 3—The President 


PROCLAMATION 4597 


United Nations Day, 197 8 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 


The founding of the United Nations, on October 24, 1945, was an historic 
attempt to establish a framework for international cooperation. 

The nations of the world now face such tasks as maintaining international 
peace and security; promoting basic human rights; building a better interna- 
tional economic order; and allocating fairly the globe’s natural resources. The 
United Nations and its affiliated agencies bring together representatives of all 
nations to work together toward these goals. It holds out the vision of a truly 
cooperative world—a world at peace. 

As one of its founding members, as its leading contributor, and as its host 
country, the United States feels a special pride in the Organization’s accom- 
plishments. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JIMMY CARTER, President of the United States 
of America, do hereby designate Tuesday, October 24, 1978, as United Na- 
tions Day. 

I have appointed Clifton C. Garvin, Jr., to be United States National 
Chairman for United Nations Day. 

I urge Americans to become better acquainted with the institutions that 
make up the United Nations, to consider its role in addressing the problems of 
global interdependence, and to help it resolve the array of critical internation- 
al issues that face us in these times. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this nineteenth 
day of September, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-eight, 
and of the Independence of the United States of America the two hundred 


and third. 


[FR Doc. 78-26651 Filed 9-19-78; 2:04 pm] 
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THE PRESIDENT 
[3195-01] 


Executive Order 12082 ° September 19, 1978 


Suspension of Certain Armed Forces Promotion and Disability Separation Limitations 


By the authority vested in me as President of the United States of America 
by Sections 2 and 3 of an Act approved by me today (bill S. 3454 enacted by 
the Senate and the House of Representatives on September 7 and 12, 1978), 
and having determined that certam promotion limitations applicable to the 
Navy and Marine Corps should continue to be suspended, and having deter- 
mined that the new statutory conditions authorizing a continuation of certain 
existing disability separation practices in the Armed Forces should be effec- 
tive, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

1-101. For the period beginning on September 15, 1978 and ending on 
September 30, 1979, the application of the following provisions of Title 10 of 
the United States Code is suspended: 

(a) Section 5707(c), restricting the number of Navy and Marine Corps 
officers who may be recommended for promotion from below the appropriate 
promotion zone. 

(b) Section 5751(a), requirmg Marine Corps officers serving in the grade 
of brigadier general to have completed three years’ service in grade to be 
eligible for consideration for promotion to major general. 

(c) Section 5751(b), requiring certain officers to have completed specific 
years of service in grade before being eligible for consideration for promotion 
to the next higher grade. 

(d) Section 5751(e), precluding officers designated for limited duty who 
are below the appropriate promotion zone from being considered for promo- 
tion. 

(e) Section 5770, requiring certain officers to have had at least two years’ 
sea or foreign service in grade before they may be promoted. 

1-102. For the period beginning on September 15, 1978 and ending on 
September 30, 1979, the conditions provided for by the following provisions 
of Title 10 of the United States Code are effective: 

(a) Section 1201(3)(B)(iv), authorizing the retirément for certain disabil- 
ities of at least 30 percent which were incurred in line of duty. 

(b) Section 1203(4)(A)(iii), authorizing separation for certain disabilities of 
less than 30 percent which were incurred in line of duty. 

(c) Section 1203(4)(C) (iii), authorizing separation for certain disabilities of 
at least 30 percent which were not incurred in line of duty. 

1-103. Executive Order Nos. 10616, 11151, 11437, and 11554, as amend- 

THE WuiTeE House, 


ed, are hereby revoked. 
ee i a 
sation At fer. 
September 19, 1978. . 
{FR Doc. 78-26717 Filed 9-20-78; 10:47 am] 
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rules and regulations 
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[3410-02] 
Title 7—Agriculture 


CHAPTER X—AGRICULTURAL MAR- 
KETING SERVICE (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS AND ORDERS; 
MILK), DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL- 
TURE 


(Milk Order No. 125] 


PART 1125—-MiILK IN THE PUGET 
SOUND, WASH., MARKETING AREA 


Order Suspending Certain Provisions 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Suspension of rule. 


SUMMARY: This order suspends cer- 
tain order provisions relating to how 
much milk not needed for fluid (bot- 
tling) use may be moved directly from 
farms to manufacturing plants and 
still be priced under the order. The 
suspension was requested by a cooper- 
ative association to help it continue 
the association of its members’ milk 
with the order. The suspension would 
apply during the months of Septem- 
ber 1978 through January 1979. 


DATE: September 21, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Maurice M. Martin, Marketing Spe- 
cialist, Dairy Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250, 202-447-7183. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Prior document in this proceeding: 

Notice of proposed suspension— 
issued August 25, 1978, published 
August 30, 1978 (43 FR 38706). 

This order of suspension is issued 
pursuant to the Agricultural Market- 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amend- 
ed (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and of the 
order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Puget Sound, Wash., marketing 
area. 

Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER (43 
FR 38706) concerning a proposed sus- 
pension of certain provisions of the 
order. Interested persons had an op- 
portunity to comment in writing on 
the proposed suspension. Only the 


proponent of the suspension filed com- 
ments concerning the suspension. Its 
comments supported the suspension. 
After considering all relevant mate- 
rial, including the proposal in the 
notice, the comments received and 
other available information, it is found 
and determined that for the months 
of September 1978 through January 
1979 the following provisions of the 
order do not tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the Act: 
. In §1125.13(c) (1) and (3), the words 
“70 percent during the months of Sep- 
tember through January, and”. 


STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION 


The suspension removes the limit on 
the amount of producer milk that a 
cooperative association or other han- 
dlers may divert from pool distribut- 
ing plants to nonpoc!l plants or to com- 
mercial food processing establish- 
ments in Pacific County, Wash., 
during the months of September 1978 
through January 1979. In the case of a 
cooperative association, the order now 
limits diversions duting these months 
to not more than 70 percent of its 
total producer milk which it causes to 
be delivered to pool distributing plants 
or diverted therefrom. In the case of a 
pool distributing plant, the 70 percent 
limit applies to the milk of producers 
(for which the operator of such plant 
is the handler during the month) re- 
ceivec& at or diverted from such pool 
plant. 

The suspension was requested by the 
Northwest Guernsey Association 
(through its marketing agent, the 
Dari-Marketing Services) which lost a 
substantial part of its fluid milk sales 
to a pool distributing plant. It con- 
tends that since other fluid outlets are 
not immediately available the coopera- 
tive now must move to nonpool manu- 
facturing plants the milk formerly 
moved to#this handler. The coopera- 
tive indicated that without the suspen- 
sion, a substantial part of the milk of 
its member producers who have regu- 
larly suppiied the fluid market would 
have to be moved uneconomically if 
such milk is not to be excluded from 
the pool beginning in September 1978. 
The cooperative also indicated that 
the suspension for the period Septem- 
ber 1978 through January 1979 wquld 
provide the necessary time to adjust 
its marketing operations and to re- 


quest a public hearing to consider 
amendments to the order. 

On the basis of the data, views, and 
arguments filed, it is concluded that 
without the suspension, the coopera- 
tive would be forced to make uneco- 
nomic shipments of a substantial part 
of its member miik that has been asso- 
ciated with the market on a regluar 
basis in order to qualify it for pooling 
beginning with this September. The 
suspension will facilitate the diversion 
of such milk and thus avoid the need 
for the cooperative to make uneco- 
nomic movements of milk in order to 
maintain continued pool status for a 
substantial part of the milk of its 
member producers. 

It is hereby found and determined 
that 30 days’ notice of the effective 
date thereof is impractical, unneces- 
sary, and contrary to the public inter- 
est in that: 

(a) This Suspension is necessary to 
reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing 
conditions in the marketing area in 
that the most efficient method of han- 
dling milk not needed for the fluid 
market is by direct movement from 
producers’ farms to manufacturing 
outlets. This suspension allows such 
economical movements of milk while 
the dairy farmers involved retain pro- 
ducer status; 

(b) This suspension does not require 
of persons affected substantial or ex- 
tensive preparation prior to the effec- 
tive date; and 

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking 
was given to interested parties and 
they were afforded opportunity to file 
written data, views, or arguments con- 
cerning this suspension. No views were 
received in opposition to the proposed 
suspension. 

Therefore, good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

It is therefore ordered, That the 
aforesaid provisions of the order are 
hereby suspended for the months of 
September 1978 through January 
1979. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 


JERRY C. HILL, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-26502 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am) 
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[4910-13] 
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION AD- 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


{Docket No. 78-GL-3; Amdt. 39-3304] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIREC- 
TIVES 


McCauley Propellers Two-Bladed 
Constant Speed Model D2A34C58, 
F2A34C58 and D2A34C98 Series. 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment super- 
sedes an existing airworthiness direc- 
tive (AD) applicable to propellers in- 
stalled on Cessna A188, A188A, A188B, 
and Transavia PL-12 airplanes by a 
new AD that adds additional airplane 
models. The new AD imposes the same 
inspection and replacement require- 
ments on the airplane models covered 
by the existing AD and adds relaxed 
inspection and replacement require- 
ments on additional airplane models. 
The new AD is needed because service 
experience indicates these airplanes 
are also susceptible to hub failures 
and blade loss to which the exisiting 
AD is directed. The additional airplane 
models use the same design propellers. 
Periodic inspection of the propeller 
hubs is required until replaced by oil- 
filled hubs containing a dyed oil crack 
detection system. 


DATES: Effective September 29, 1978. 
Compliance schedule as prescribed in 
the body of the AD. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
McCauley Accessory Division, 3535 
McCauley Drive, P.O. Box 430, Vanda- 
lia, Ohio 45377. A copy of the applica- 
ble service information is contained in 
the rules docket, Office of the Region- 
al Counsel, 2300 East Devon Avenue, 
Des Plaines, Ill. 60018; and at FAA 
Headquarters, room 916, 800 Indepen- 
dence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 
20591. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: > 


Robert W. Alpiser, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, Flight 
Standards Division, AGL-214, Feder- 
al Aviation Administration, 2300 
East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Il. 
60018, telephone 312-694-4500, ex- 
tension 308. 


This AD proposes to supersede 
amendment 39-3033 (42 FR 46275) AD 
77-19-01 (as corrected by deleting the 
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four words “but not limitied to” in 
letter dated October 18, 1977, 43 FR 
16700) which currently requires in- 
spection and replacement of certain 
propellers installed on Cessna A188, 
A188A,°Al188B, and Transavia PL-12 


- airplanes. 


- After issuing Amendment 39-3033, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) has determined, based on serv- 
ice experience with other airplanes 
using the same design propeller, that 
the AD sould be expanded to include 
additional airplane models. Based on 
this, a notice. was issued in the FEDER- 
AL REGISTER at 43 FR 23727 which pro- 
posed to supersede the existing AD by 
a new AD that includes additional air- 
plane models using McCauley Propel- 
lers, two-bladed constant speed model 
D2A34C58, F2A34C58 and D2A34C98 
series. 

Interested persons have been affored 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. Only one 
comment was received. The propeller 
manufacturer requested adding the 
note that appears at the end of the list 
of affected propeller hubs to address 
any hubs that may be identified with a 
letter change not listed. 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The principal authors of this docu- 
ment are R. W. Alpiser, Flight Stand- 
ards Division, Great Lakes Region, 
and Curt Wilder, Office of the Region- 
al Counsel, Great Lakes Region. 


ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT 


Accordingly, pursuant to the author- 
ity delegated to me by the Administra- 
tor, §39.13 of part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended by superseding amendment 
39-3033 (42 FR 46275), AD 77-19-01 
(as corrected by deleting the four 
words “but not limited to” in letter 
dated October 18, 1977, 43 FR 16700) 
by the following new airworthiness di- 
rective: 


McCavLEY PROPELLERS. Applies to the fol- 
lowing model D2A34C58-(), F2A34C58- 
©, and D2A34C98-( series propellers. 
Paragraph (a) applies to those propel- 
lers installed on Cessna A188, A188A, 
A188B, and Transavia PL-12 airplanes 
only. Paragraph (b) applies to those pro- 
pellers installed on airplanes not cov- 
ered by paragraph (a) including but not 
limited to Bellanca 17-30, 17-30A, 
Cessna 185 and A185 series, 206, P206, 
P206A, TP206A, U206A thru F, TU206A 
thru F; 207, 210, 210A thru D, Intercep- 
tor (Aero Commander/Meyers) 200 
series, Navion A thru H, Procaer F15/C, 
and Windecker AC-7 airplanes. 


D2A34C58 

D2A34C58-A 

D2A34C58-B, -BM, or -BMN 
D2A34C58-C, -CM, or -CMN 
D2A34C58-J, -JM, or -JMN 
D2A34C58-K, -KM, or -KMN 
D2A34C58-L, -LM, or -LMN 
D2A34C58-M or -MN 


D2A34C58-N 
F2A34C58-N 
D2A34C98-BM or -BMN 
D2A34C98-CM or -CMN 
D2A34C98-JM or -JMN 
D2A34C98-KM or -KMN 
D2A34C98-LM or -LMN 
D2A34C98-M or -MN 
D2A34C98-N 


Note.—If any hub is found with letter 
changes not listed, contact McCauley serv- 
ice department for disposition. 


Complaince required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To detect propeller hub cracks and pre- 
vent possible failure, accomplish the follow- 
ing: 

(a) Propellers installed on Cessna A188, 
Al88A, Al88B, and Transavia PL-12 air- 
planes only. 

(1) All propellers models and series listed 
above. ‘ 

(i) Propeller hubs with less than 500 total 
hours time in service, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(1) within 525 hours total 
time and reinspect in accordance with para- 
graph (c)(1) every 100 hours time in service 
from last inspection. 

(ii) Propeller hubs with 500 or more but 
less than 1,200 total hours time in service, 
inspect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
within the next 25 hours time in service 
after the effective date of this AD, and rein- 
spect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
every 100 hours time in service from last in- 
spection. 

(2) Model D2A434C58 and D2A34C58-A 
only. Propeller hubs with 1,200 or more 
total hours in service, or whose total time in 
service is unknown, remove from service and 
replace in accordance with paragraph (c)(3) 
within the next 25 hours in service after the 
effective date of this AD. 

(3) All propelter models and series listed 
above except D2A34C58 and D2A34C58-A. 
Propelier hubs with 1,200 or more total 
hours time in service, or whose total time in 
service is unknown, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(2) within the next 25 
hours time in service after the effective date 


‘of this AD, unless already accomplished 


within the last 300 hours time in service, 
and reinspect in accordance with paragraph 
(c2) every 300 hours time in service from 
the last inspection. 

(4) Exemption. The foregoing inspections 
may be discontinued after replacement of 
Model D2A34C58-( ), F2A34C58-( ), or 
D2A34C98-( ) series propeller hubs with 
McCauley oil-filled hubs as in paragraph 
(c). 

(b) Propellers installed on but not limited 
to Bellanca 17-30, 17-30A, Cessna 185 and 
Al85 series, 206, P206, P206A, TP206A; 
U206A thru F, TU206A through F, 207, 210, 
210A thru D. Interceptor (Aero Commanda- 
er/Meyers) 200 series, Navion A thru H, 
Procaer F15/C, and Windecker AC-7 air- 
planes. 

(1) Models D2A34C58 and D2A34C58-A 
(nonshot peened hubs). 

(i) Propeller hubs with less than 500 total 
hours time in service, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(1) within 525 hours total 
time and reinspect in accordance with para- 
graph (c)(1) every 100 hours from last in- 
spection. 

(ii) Propeller hubs with 500 or more but 
less than 1,200 total hours time in service, 
inspect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
within the next 25 hours time in service 
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after the effective date ofthis AD, and rein- 
spect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
every 100 hours from last inspection. 

(iii) Propeller hubs with 1,200 or more 
total hours in service, or when total hours 
in service is unknown, remove from service 
and replace in accordance with paragraph 
(c(3) within the next 25 hours time in serv- 
ice after the effective date of this AD. 

(2) Models D2A34C58-B, -C, -J, -K, -L 
(nonshot peened hubs). 

(i) Propeller hubs with less than 500 total 
hours time in service, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(1) within 525 hours total 
time and reinspect in accordance with para- 
graph (c)(1) every 100 hours from last in- 
spection. ; 

(ii) Propeller hubs with 500 or more but 
less than 1,200 total hours time in service, 
inspect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
within the next 25 hours time in service 
after the effective date of this AD, and rein- 
spect in accordance with paragraph (c)(1) 
every 100 hours from last inspection. 

diii) Propeller hubs with 1,200 or more 
total hours in service, or when total hours 
in service is unknown, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(2) within the next 50 
hours time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished 
within the last 300 hours time in service, 
and reinspect in accordance with paragraph 
(cX2) every 300 hours time in service from 
the last inspection. 

(3) Models D2A34C58-BM, -BMN, -CM, - 
CMN, -JM, -JMN, -KM, -KMN, -LM, - 
LMN, -M, -MN and -N (shot peened hubs). 

(i) Propeller hubs with 1,200 or more total 
hours in service but less than 2,301 hours 
time in service, inspect in accordance with 
paragraph (c)(2) within the next 100 hours 
time in service after the effective date of 
this AD unless previously accomplished 
within the last 1,200 hours. 

(ii) Propellers with 2,400 or more total 
hours time in service or whose total time in 
service is unknown, inspect in accordance 
with paragraph (c)(2) within the next 50 
hours time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless previously accomplished 
within the last 300 hours time in service, 
and reinspect in accordance with paragraph 
(c(2) every 300 hours time in service from 
the last inspection. 

(4) Exemption. The foregoing inspections 
may be discontinued after replacement of 
Model D2A34C58-( ), F234C58-( ), or 
D2A34C98-( ) series propeller hubs with 
McCauley oil-filled hubs as in paragraph (c). 

(c) Required action: (1) Remove spinner, if 
installed, and inspect all external surfaces 
of the propeller hub for cracks by dye pene- 
trant method. The propeller need not be 
disassembled or* removed from the airplane 
for this inspection, which can be performed 
by a Federal Aviation Administration certi- 
ficated A & P mechanic. Replace before fur- 
ther flight any cracked hub with a new or 
serviceable hub which complies with the re- 
quirements of this AD as described in para- 
graph (c)(3). 

(2) Remove propeller from airplane and 
disassemble sufficiently to inspect all inter- 
nal and external surfaces of hub for cracks 
by dye penetrant inspection in accordance 
with McCauley service letter 1974-3 dated 
March 29, 1974. This inspection must be 
performed by a Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration approved propeller repair station. 
Replace before further flight any cracked 
hub with a new or serviceable hub which 
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complies with the requirements of this AD 
as described in paragraph (c)(3). 

(3) Remove propeller from airplane, disas- 
semble, inspect components and replace hub 
with a model D2A34C58-BMNO, -CMNO, - 
JMNO, -KMNO, -LMNO, -NO, -O or 
D2A34C98-BMNO, -CMNO, -JMNO, - 
LMNO, -MNO, -NO, -O, oil-filled series 
hub, as applicable, in accordance with 
McCauley service bulletins No. 122 dated 
February 15, 1977, No. 130 dated January 
20, 1978 and service manual No. 720415, or 
later Federal Aviation Administration ap- 
proved revisions. Modification to the oil- 
filled hub during major disassembly or over- 
haul must be accomplished by a Federal 
Aviation approved propeller repair station. 
Alternatively, a nonoil-filled hub which has 
been shot peened and reworked in accord- 
ance with McCauley service bulletin No. 88, 
dated November 6, 1970 and service manual 
720415 or later Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration approved revisions may be used. The 
nonoil-filled hub models, when used, must 
comply with the repetitive inspection re- 
quirements of paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2), 
as applicable. The replaced model 
D2A34C58 and D2A34C58-A hubs having 
1,200 or more total hours time in service 
must be identified with a “Reject Tag”’ since 
their continued use in certificated aircraft is 
not permissible. 

The manufacturer’s specifications 
and procedures identified and de- 
scribed in this directive are incorporat- 
ed herein and made part hereof pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 522(a)(1). All persons 
affected by the directive who have not 
already received these documents 
from the manufacturers, may obtain 
copies upon request to McCauley Ac- 
cessory Division, 3535 McCauley Drive, 
P.O. Box 430, Vandalia, Ohio 45377. 
These documents may also be exam- 
ined at the Great Lakes Regional 
Office, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Tl. 60018, and at FAA Head- 
quarters, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. A his- 
torical file on this airworthiness direc- 
tive which includes incorporated mate- 
rial is maintained by the FAA at its 
headquarters in Washington, D.C. and 
at the Great Lakes region. 

This supersedes amendment 39-3033 
(42 FR 46275) AD 77-19-01. Inspec- 
tions previously conducted per AD 77- 
19-01 are applicable to satisfying the 
requirements of paragraph (a) above. 

This amendment becomes effective 
September 29, 1978. 

(Sec. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 


‘transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 
14 CFR 11.89.) 


Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion has determined that this document in- 
volves a proposed regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the proce- 
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive 
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim 
Department of Transportation guidelines 
(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978). 
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Issued in Des Plaines, Ill., on Sep- 
tember 12, 1978. 


Ww. S. DALTON, 
Acting Director, 
Great Lakes Region. 


Nore.—The incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
June 19, 1967. 


{FR Doc. 78-26526 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4910-13] 
[Docket No. 78-GL-5; Amdt. 39-3290] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Hartzell Turbopropeliers 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action publishes in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER and makes ef- 
fective as to all persons an amendment 
adopting a new airworthiness directive 
(AD) which was previously made effec- 
tive as to known operators of certain 
Hartzell model HC-B3TN-2, HC- 
B3TN-3, HC-B3TN-5, HC-B4-TN-3, 
HC-B4TN-5, and HC-B5MP-3 turbo- 
propellers by individual airmail letters 
dated August 18 and 24, 1978. This AD 
is necessary to prevent propeller 
attach bolt failures, which could result 
in separation of the propeller from the 
engine, and requires inspection and/or 
replacement of the attach bolts. 


DATE: Effective September 21, 1978, 
except with respect to certain persons 
specified in the body of the AD. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
bulletin may be obtained from Hart- 
zell Propeller Co., 350 Washington 
Avenue, Piqua, Ohio 45356. Copies of 
the service bulletin incorporated in 
this AD are contained in the Rules 
Docket, Office of the Regional Coun- 
sel, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Ill. 60018, and at FAA Head- 
quarters, Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


G. L. Killion, Engineering and Man- 
ufacturing Branch, Flight Standards 
Division, AGL-214, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines, Ill. 60018, tele- 
phone 312-694-4500, extension 308. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Pursuant to the authority delegated 
by the Administrator, an AD was 
adopted on August 18, 1978, and made 
effective immediately by airmail letter 
as to all known operators of Hartzell 
turbopropellers because of reports of 
propeller attach bolt failures. As a 
result of such failures, 2 propeller sep- 
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arated from an aircraft. Investigations 
disclosed that the failures are due to 
improper torquing techniques or de- 
fective bolts. Propellers shall be 
torque checked and/or defective bolts 
shall be replaced as necessary. 

An AD amending the AD adopted on 
August 18, 1978, was adopted on 
August 24, 1978, and issued by individ- 
ual -airmail letters dated August 24, 
1978. The amended AD extended the 
period of initial compliance. 

Since it was found that immediate 
corrective action was required, notice 
and public procedure thereon was im- 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest and good cause existed for 
making the AD effective immediately 
as to all known operators of Hartzell 
turbopropeller units. These conditions 
still exist and the AD is hereby pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER as an 
amendment to § 39.13 of part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations to make 
it effective as to all persons. 


ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT 


Accordingly, pursuant to the author- 
ity delegated to me by the Administra- 
tor, §39.13 of part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended by adding the following air- 
worthiness directive: 


HARTZELL PROPELLERS. Applies to all the 
Hartzell model HC-B3TN-2, HC-B3TN- 
3, HC-B3TN-5,, HC-B4TN-3, HC-B4TN- 
5, and HC-B5MP-3 series turbopro- 
pellers. 


The HC-B3TN-2 and HC-B5MP-3 series 
propellers are installed on United Aircraft 
of Canada Model PT-6A() series engines. 
The HC-BOTN-3 series propellers are in- 
stalled on the Lycoming Model LTP 101- 
600() series engines, and United Aircraft of 
Canada Model PT-6A( series engines. The 
HC-BOTN-5 series propellers are installed 
on the AiResearch TPE-331() series engines. 

Compliance required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. To detect cracked 
propeller attach bolts, or improperly se- 
cured propellers accomplish the following: 

(A) Category I. Prior to further flight, all 
new propeller instaliations and serviceable 
propellers which are being reinstalled, must 
- installed in accordance with paragraph 
(C). 

(B) Category II. Within the next 25 hours 
time in service after the effective date of 
this airworthiness directive, all propellers 
placed in service since February 1, 1978, and 
that have accrued 1 or more hours time in 
service must comply with the attach bolts 
torquing inspection and installation require- 
ments of paragraph (D). 


REQUIRED ACTION 


(C) Category I. (1) Torque all eight (8) 
propeller attach bolts, P/N A2047, with 
washers P/N A2048-2, installed to 100-125 
ft. Ibs. with dry threads, utilizing a torque 
wrench with an appropriate adapter. 

(2) Within a period of 24-72 calendar 
hours, recheck torque on all eight (8) pro- 
peller attach bolts. If torque is found to be 
within 100-125 ft. Ibs., no additional torque 
checks are required. 
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(3) Any bolt(s) that has not maintained a 
minimum torque of 90 ft. Ibs. must be re- 
placed. If propeller has been operated 
during the 24-72 hour period and more than 
one bolt has to be replaced, then all eight 
(8) bolts are to be replaced with new bolts as 
identified in paragraph (F). Torque new re- 
placement bolt(s) with new washer(s) in- 
stalled to 100-125 ft. Ibs. with dry threads. 
No additional torque checks are required. 

(4) If all eight (8) new replacement propel- 
ler attach bolts and eight (8) new washers 
are installed, the 24-72 hour recheck need 
not be repeated if they are torqued as cited 
above to 100-125 ft. Ibs. with dry threads. 
Refer to paragraph (F) for further details 
about the new replacement bolts. - 

(5) Safety wire bolts and place a torque 
slip mark (i.e., paint stripe) between the 
bolts and engine flange. 

(D) Category II. (1) Check, the torque, 
with a torque wrench and an appropriate 
adapter, of all eight (8) propeller attach 
bolts (with washers installed). Torque 
should be 100-125 ft. lbs. with dry threads. 
(Caution: Do not exceed 125 ft. Ibs. during 
this recheck.) 

(2) If the torque of any one of the eight 
(8) propeller attach bolts is found to be less 
than 90 ft. Ibs., remove that bolt and 
washer. Replace with a new replacement 
bolt, P/N A2047, and new washer, P/N 
A2048-2. Torque bolt to 100-125 Ibs. with 
dry threads. No additional torque checks 
are required. 

(3) If the torque of more than one of the 
eight (8) propeller attach bolts is found to 
be less than 90 ft. Ibs., remove all eight (8) 
bolts and washers. Replace with new re- 
placement bolts, P/N A2047 and new wash- 
ers, P/N A2048-2. Torque bolts to 100-125 
ft. lbs. with dry threads. No additional 
torque checks are required. 

(4) Safety wire bolts and place a torque 
slip mark (i.e. paint stripe) between the bolt 
head and engine flange. 

(E)(1) Compliance with this airworthiness 
directive shall be noted in the aircraft’s rec- 


ords. 

(EX2) Discarded bolts should be consid- 
ered and identified as “unairworthy” and 
processed to preclude their further use in 
certificated aircraft. 

(F) New (replacement) propeller attach 
bolts, P/N A2047, are only acceptably iden- 
tified by one or more marks (etched or 
stamped) on the threaded end face of the 
bolt (viz, the face opposite the head sur- 
face). The new washers, P/N A2048-2, can 
also be identified by the rolled edges on 
both the inside and outside diameter on one 
surface. 

(G) The responsible propeller repair sta- 
tion, or A & P mechanic will notify the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, Chief, Engi- 
neering and Manufacturing Branch, AGL- 
210, in writing of any low torqued or failed 
bolts. Also, the hub serial number(s) of the 
affected propellier(s) must be reported. 


(Hartzell Service Bulletin No. 123, dated 
August 14, 1978, also pertains to this sub- 
ject.) 


This amendment becomes effective 
September 21, 1978, as to all persons 
except those persons to whom it was 
made immediately effective by the air- 
mail letter dated August 24, 1978, 
which contained this amendment. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 


and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of Trans- 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 
CFR 11.89.) 


Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion has determined that this document in- 
volves a proposed regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the proce- 
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive 
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim 
Department of Transportation guidelines 
(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978). 


Issued in Des Plaines, Ill. on Septem- 
ber 12, 1978. 


Wma. S. DALTON, 
Acting Director, 
a Great Lakes Region. 
Note.—The incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
June 19, 1967. 


(FR Doc. 78-26527 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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(Docket No. 78-SO-41, Amdt. 39-3300) 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Gulfstream American Corp. Model G- 
159 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment amends 
an existing airworthiness directive 
(AD) applicable to Gulfstream Ameri- 
can Corp. (GAC) (formerly Grumman 
American Aviation Corp.) model G- 
159 aircraft by requiring either the es- 
tablishment of replacement life limits 
or the performance of additional in- 
spections to the Gulfstream engine 
mount assemblies. This amendment is 
needed to prevent possible failure of 
the Gulfstream engine mount due to 
corrosion and/or fatigue damage in 
conjunction with water methanol. 
(wet) takeoff power overtorqueing. 


DATE: Effective November 1, 1978. 
Compliance schedule—as prescribed in 
body of AD. 


ADDRESSES: The applicable custom- 
er bulletins and quality control test 
procedure may be obtained from Gulf- 
stream American Corp., P.O. Box 2206, 
Savannah, Ga. 31402. A copy of each 
of these documents is contained in 
Room 275, Engineering and Manufac- 
turing Branch, ASO-210, Southern 
Region, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, 3400 Whipple Avenue, East 
Point, Ga. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Curtis Jackson, Aerospace Engineer 
Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, ASO-210, Southern Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
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P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320, 
telephone 404-763-7407. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This Airworthiness Directive amends 
Amendment 39-1773 (14 CFR 39.13), 
AD 74-03-01, which currently requires 
inspection of the forward and aft 
engine mounts (Vickers and Gulf- 
stream) and replacement of corroded 
tubes on G-159 aircraft. After issuing 
amendment 39-1773, the FAA has de- 
termined that those inspection re- 
quirements alone are inadequate. 
Based on this, a notice was issued in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER on June 15, 1978 
(43 FR 25833) which proposed to 
amend the existing AD by requiring 
the establishment of either a replace- 
ment life limit or the performance of 
additional inspections for the Gulf- 
stream engine mount. — 

Interested persons have been afford- 
ed an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. Comments 
from three operators were received. 
One commentor stated that the in- 
spections per Customer Bulletin 241A 
plus borescope inspection of two se- 
lected tubes would be adequate if 
guidelines were established for corro- 
sion limits. The FAA disagrees. Inspec- 
tions per both Customer Bulletins, 
241A and 289, are required for the 
Gulfstream mount. If the operator 
elects to replace the engine mount at 
the required life limit, the inspections 
of Customer Bulletin 241A are still re- 
quired on both the Vickers and Gulf- 
stream mount. The FAA does not 
agree that the lower ends of only two 
tubes are the critical areas for inspec- 
tion. Corrosion has been found in nu- 
merous other areas. There is not 
enough information available to estab- 
lish corrosion allowables. The same 
commentor indicated that a revised in- 
spection procedure was required. The 
AD revision does allow for approval by 
the FAA of equivalent inspections. 
One commentor stated that the AD re- 
vision would require replacement of 
Gulfstream mounts regardless of their 
condition. The AD revision allows for 
inspection and the establishment of an 
extended life limit. Two commentors 
stated that a longer life limit was 
néeded and that not enough qualified 
inspection stations or maintenance fa- 
cilities were available to perform the 
inspection and/or replacements. The 
FAA disagrees. The life limit was es- 
tablished based on the two failures 
and evaluation of corroded tubes re- 
moved after inspection. Detailed in- 
spection procedures and the reference 
standard (for equipment set-up) are 
available and, additionally, an equiva- 
lent inspection procedure can be ap- 
proved by the FAA. The FAA feels 
that there is an adequate number of 
qualified inspection stations and main- 
tenance facilities since there are only 
approximately 30 G-159 aircraft 
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which have more than 7500 landings 
and do not have new mounts instailed. 
One commentor stated that the effec- 
tive date of the AD should be delayed 
due to unavailability of parts. The 
FAA agrees. A shortage of replace- 
ment parts does currentiy exist and, 
therefore, the effective date of the AD 
revision has been estabiished as No- 
vember 1, 1978. One commentor stated 
that the 30 day or 25 flight hour limit 
for aircraft which have 7500 landings 
or more is unreasonable due to the 
long downtime. The FAA disagrees, in 
that the extended effective date of the 
AD revision should enable operators to 
effectively schedule the maintenance. 
The ultrasonic and visual inspections 
require approximately 28 manhours 
per aircraft. Therefore, the proposed 
rule is adopted with minor editorial 
changes. The required equipment and 
manhour estimate for the ultrasonic 
and visual inspections has been re- 
moved since this information is con- 
tained in the quality control test pro- 
cedure. 


ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT 


Accordingly, pursuant to the author- 
ity delegated to me by the Administra- 
tor, §39.13 of part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended by amending amendment 39- 
1773, AD 74-03-01, as follows: 


(1) Revise the lead-in of the second para- 
graph of AD 74-03-01 to read as follows: 

To detect and prevent corrosion or failure 
of the forward and aft engine mount assem- 
blies, Vickers Drawing No. 81037, sheet 29, 
and Grumman (Gulfstream American) 
Drawing Nos. 159W10432-1 (L/H) and 
159W10432-3 (R/H), respectively, accom- 
plish the following unless already accom- 
plished: (2) Add new paragraphs (e), (f), and 
(g) to read as follows: 

(e) To prevent failure of the Gulfstream 
engine mount, accomplish either paragraph 
(f) or (g) prior to the accumulation of 7,500 
landings, or within the next 25 landings, 
whichever occurs later, and thereafter at in- 
tervals not to exceed 7,500 landings from 
the time the mount is replaced. However, 
initial compliance is required regardless of 
the number of landings: 

(1) For airplanes that have accumulated 
7,500 landings prior to the effective date of 
this AD, within the next 30 days after the 
effective date of this AD; and 

(2) For airplanes with less than 7,500 land- 
ings on the effective date of this AD, within 
the next 30 days after the accumulation of 
7,500 landings. 

(f) Perform the ultrasonic and visual in- 
specticns in accordance with GAAC Cus- 
tomer Bulletin No. 289, Amendment 1, 
dated May 26, 1977, or ultrasonic inspection 
in accordance with GAC quality control test 
procedure No. 55-P-i, revision 3, dated 
August 29, 1978, and visual inspection in ac- 
cordance with Customer Bulietin No. 289, 
Amendment 1, dated May 26, 1977, or later 
revisions, approved by the Chief, Engineer- 
ing and Manufacturing Branch, Federal Avi- 
ation Administration, Southern Region, or 
in an equivalent manner approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
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Branch, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Southern Region. If the inspections indicate 
negligible or no internal corrosion, a sliding 
scale life limit based solely on water metha- 
nol usage can be established, based on 
GAAC Customer Bulletin No. 289, Amend- 
ment 1, dated May 26, 1977. Throughout 
this extended life limit, the inspections 
must be repeated at intervals not to exceed 
500 landings. If any inspection indicates the 
presence of unacceptable internal corrosion, 
replace the engine mount within the next 
25 landings or 30 days, whichever occurs 
first, in accordance with paragraph (g) of 
this AD. If no corrosion is found during any 
of the inspections required by this para- 
graph, replace the engine mount in accord- 
ance with paragraph (g) of this AD by the 
end of the extended life limit established in 
this paragraph. 

(g) Replace the Gulfstream engine mount 
in accordance with GAAC Customer Bulle- 
tin No. 289 dated August 6, 1976, or later re- 
vision approved by the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Federal Avi- 
ation Administration, Southern Region, or 
in an equivalent manner approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Southern Region. 


Amendment 39-1773 became effec- 
tive January 28, 1974. 


This amendment becomes effective 
November 1, 1978. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89). 


The manufacturer’s specifications 
and procedures identified and de- 
scribed in this directive are incorporat- 
ed herein and made a part hereof pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). All persons 
affected by this directive who have not 
already received these documents 
from the manufacturer may obtain 
copies upon request to Gulfstream 
American Corp., P.O. Box 2206, Savan- 
nah, Ga. 31402. These documents may 
also be examined in Room 275, Engi- 
neering and Manufacturing Branch, 
FAA, Southern Region, 3400 Whipple 
Avenue, East Point, Ga. 30302 and at 
FAA Headquarters, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. a his- 
torical file on this AD, which includes 
the incorporated material in full, is 
maintained by the FAA at its head- 
quarters in Washington, D.C., and at 
the Southern Regional Office in At- 
lanta, Ga. 


PHILLIP M. SwWATEK, 
Director, Southern Region. 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on Sep- 
tember 8, 1978. 


Note.—The incorporation by reference 
provisions in this document was approved 
by the Director of the FEDERAL. REGISTER on 
June 19, 1967. 


[FR Doc. 78-26531 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4910-13] 


[Airspace Docket No. 78-CE-25] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW POINT 
ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area—Alliance, Nebr. 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The nature of this Feder- 
al action is to alter the presently exist- 
ing Alliance, Nebr., control zone and 
700-foot transition area. The FAA has 
replaced an obsolete VOR, navigation- 
al aid, with a new VOR located adja- 
cent to the previous facility site which 
will require a slight alteration of the 
700-foot transition area and control 
zone to provide adequate controlled 
airspace. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 16, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Gary W. Tucker, Airspace Specialist, 
Operations, Procedures and Airspace 
Branch, Air Traffic Division, ACE- 
538, FAA, Central Region, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106, 
telephone 816-374-3408. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The purpose of these amendments to 
subparts F and G of part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) is to alter the control zone 
and 700-foot transition area at Ailli- 
ance, Nebr. The FAA has replaced an 
obsolete VOR. The new VOR will be 
located adjacent to the previous facili- 
ty site. The relocation of the new fa- 
cility has required the FAA to rede- 
sign the instrument approach proce- 
dures serving the Alliance, Nebr., Mu- 
nicipal Airport. Accordingly, action is 
taken herein to make slight alter- 
ations to the control zone and transi- 
tion area descriptions at Alliance, 
Nebr., to provide adequate controlled 
airspace for aircraft utilizing the rede- 
signed instrument approach proce- 
dures. Since this change is primarily 
clarifying in nature, notice and public 
procedure hereon under 5 U.S.C. 
553(b) is impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest and good cause 
exists for making this amendment ef- 
fective in less than 30 days after its 
publication. 

Accordingly, subpart F, § 71.171 of 
the Federal Aviation regulations (14 
CFR 71.171) as republished on Janu- 
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ary 3, 1978 (43 FR 355), is amended, 
effective 0901 G.m.t., October 16, 1978, 
by altering the following control zone: 


ALLIANCE, NEBR. 


Within a 5 mile radius of Alliance Munici- 
pal Airport (latitude 42°03'11.3” N., longi- 
tude 102°48'25.3" W.); within 3 miles each 
side of the Alliance VOR 302° radial, ex- 
tending from the 5 mile radius zone to 6% 
miles northeast of the VOR; and within 3 
miles each side of the Alliance VOR 145° 
radial, extending from the 5 mile radius 
zone to 10 miles southeast of the VOR. This 
control zone is effective during the specific 
dates and times established in advance by a 
notice to airmen. The effective date and 
time will therefter be continuously pub- 
lished in the Airman’s Information Manual. 


Additional, subpart G, §71.181, of 
the Federal Aviation regulations (14 
CFR 71.181) as republished on Janu- 
ary 3, 1978, is amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., October 16, 1978, by altering 
the following transition area: 


ALLIANCE, NEBR. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 10 mile 
radius of Alliance Municipal Airport (lati- 
tude 42°03'11.3” N., longitude 102°48'25.3” 
W.); within 3 miles each side of the Alliance 
VOR 145° radial, extending from the 10 mile 
radius are to 12 miles southeast of the VOR. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Depart- 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)); § 11.61 of the Federal! Aviation reg- 
ulations (14 CFR 11.61). 


Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion has determined that this document in- 
volves a proposed regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the proce- 
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive 
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim 
Department of Transportation guidelines 
(43 FR 9582; Mar. 8, 1978). 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., en Sep- 
tember 11, 1978. 


C. R. MEtvern, Jr., 
Director, Central Region. 
{FR Doc. 78-26530 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[1505-01] 


{Airspace Docket No. 78-WE-16] 
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 


Alteration of Restricted Area 
Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-25440 appearing at 
page 40215 in the issue for Monday, 
September 11, 1978, in the second 
column, the second designation la- 
beled “R-2507B Chocolate Mountains, 
Calif.”, in the sixth line, “115°56’40” 
ie should have read ‘“114°56’40” 


[4910-13] 


[Docket No. 18304 Amdt. No. 1120] 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL 
OPERATING RULES 


PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment estab- 
lishes, amends, suspends, or revokes 
standard instrument approach proce- 
dures (SIAPs) for operations at certain 
airports. These regulatory actions are 
needed because of the adoption of new 
or revised criteria, or because of 
changes occurring in the National Air- 
space System, such as the commission- 
ing of new navigational facilities, addi- 
tion of new obstacles, or changes in air 
traffic requirements. These changes 
are designed to provide safe and effi- 
cient use of the navigable airspace and 
to promote safe flight operations 
under instrument flight rules at the 
affected airports. 


DATES: An effective date for each 
SIAP is specified in the amendatory 
provisions. 


ADDRESSES: Availability of matters 
incorporated by reference in the 
amendment is as follows: 


For EXAMINATION 


1. FAA rules docket, FAA Headquar- 
ters Building, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 

2. The FAA regional office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located; or 

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office 
which originated the SIAP. 


For PURCHASE 


Individual SIAP copies may be ob- 
tained from: 

1. FAA Public Information Center 
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Build- 
ing, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591; or 

2. The FAA regional office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located. 


By SUBSCRIPTION 


Copies of all SIAPs, mailed once 
every 2 weeks, may be ordered from 
Superintendent of Documents, US. 
Government Printing Office, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20402. The annual sub- 
scription price is $135.00. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


William L. Bersch, Flight Proce- 
dures and Airspace Branch (AFS- 
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730), Aircraft Programs Division, 
Flight Standards Service, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 Inde- 
pendence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20591; telephone 202-426-8277. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This amendment to part 97 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation regulations (14 CFR Part 
97) prescribes new, amended, suspend- 
ed, or revoked standard instrument ap- 
proach procedures (SIAPs). The com- 
plete regulatory description of each 
SIAP is contained in official FAA form 
documents which are incorporated by 
reference in this amendment under 5 
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR Part 51, and 
§ 97.20 of the Federal Aviation regula- 
tions (FARs). The applicable FAA 
forms are identified as FAA forms 
8260-3, 8260-4, and 8260-5. Materials 
incorporated by reference are availa- 
ble for examination or purchase as 
stated above. 

The large number of SIAPs, their 
complex nature, and the need for a 
special format make their verbatim 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
expensive and impractical. Further, 
airmen do not use the regulatory text 
of the SIAPs but refer to their graphic 
depiction on charts printed by publish- 
ers of aeronautical materials. Thus, 
the advantages of incorporation by 
reference are realized and publication 
of the complete description of each 
SIAP contained in FAA form docu- 
ment is unnecessary. The provisions of 
this amendment state the affected 
CFR (and FAR) sections, with the 
types and effective dates of the SIAPs. 
This amendment also identifies the 
airport, its location, the procedure 
identification and the amendment 
number. 

This amendment to part $7 is effec- 
tive on the date of publication and 
contains separate SIAPs which have 
compliance dates stated as effective 
dates based on related changes in the 
National Airspace System or the appli- 
cation of new or revised criteria. Some 
SIAP amendments may have been pre- 
viously issued by the FAA in a Nation- 
al Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to 
airmen (NOTAM) as an emergency 
action of immediate flight safety relat- 
ing directly to published aeronautical 
charts. The circumstances which cre- 
ated the need for some SIAP amenda- 
ments may require making them effec- 
tive in less than 30 days. For the re- 
maining SIAPs, an effective date at 
least 30 days after publication is pro- 
vided. 

Further, the SIAPs contained in this 
amendment are based on the criteria 
contained in the U.S. standard for ter- 
minal instrument approach procedures 
(TERPs). In developing these SIAPs, 
the TERPs criteria were applied to the 
conditions existing or anticipated at 
the affected airports. Because of the 
close and immediate relationship be- 
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tween these SIAPs and safety in air 
commerce, I find that notice and 
public procedure before adopting 
these SIAPs is unnecessary, impracti- 
cable, or contrary to the public inter- 
est and, where applicable, that good 
cause exists for making some SIAPs 
effective in less than 30 days. 

The principal authors of this docu- 
ment are Rudolph L. Fioretti, Flight 
Standards Service, and Richard W. 
Danforth, Office of the Chief Counsel. 


ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT 


Accordingly, pursuant to the author- 
ity delegated to me, part 97 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations (14 CFR 
Part 97) is amended by establishing, 
amending, suspending, or revoking 


standard instrument approach proce- 
dures, effective on the dates specified, 
as follows: 

1. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/ 
DME SIAPs indentified as follows: 

* * * Effective November 16, 1978: 


Eureka, CA—Murray Field, VOR-A, Amdt. 
5 


Brunswick, GA—Glynco Jetport, VOR/ 
DME-B, Amdt. 1 

Elkhart, IN—Elkhart Municipal, VOR Rwy 
27, Amdt. 7 

Houma, LA—Houma-Terrebonne, VOR Rwy 
12, Original. 

Westminster, MD—Westminster, VOR Rwy 
34, Original. 

Westminster, MD—Westminster, VOR Rwy 
36, Amdt. 3, cancelled. 

Holland, MI—Tulip City, VOR-A, Amdt. 6. 

Goldsboro, NC-—Goldsboro-Wayne Muni, 
VOR-B, Amdt. i. 

Goldsboro, NC—Goldsboro-Wayne Muni, 
VOR/DME-A, Amat. 2. 

Houston, TX—William P. Hobby, 
DME 1 Rwy 31, Amdt. 8. 

La Porte, TX—La Porte Muni, 
Amat. 8. 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


Dillingham, AK—Dillingham, VOR Rwy 1, 
Amat. 6. 

Dillingham, AK—Dillingham, VOR/DME 
Rwy 19, Amdt, 4. 

Fayetteville, AR—Drake Field, VOR/DME- 
B, Amat, 2. 

Albany, GA—Albany-Dougherty County, 
VOR Rwy 16 (TAC), Amdt. 22. 

Salina, KS—Salina Muni, VOR/DME OR 
TACAN Rwy 17, Amat. 11. 

Westfield, MA—Barnes Municipal. VOR 
Rwy 20, Amdt. 17. 

Bowling Green, MO—Bowling Green Munic- 
ipal, VOR/DME-A, Original 

Hannibal, MO—Hannibal Muni, VOR/ 
DME-A, Original. 

Washington, MO—Washington Memorial, 
VOR Rwy 16, Original. 

Superior, NE—Superior Muni, VOR/DME 
Rwy 18, Original. 

Superior, NE—Superior Muni, VOR/DME 
Rwy 36, Original. 

Albany, NY—Albany County, VOR Rwy 1, 
Amat. 15. 

Albany, NY—Albany County, VOR Rwy 19, 
Amat. 16. 

Albany, NY—Albany County, VOR Rwy 28, 
Amat. 3 

Albany, NY—Albany County, VOR/DME 
Rwy 1, Amat. 7 


VOR/ 
VOR-A, 
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Hermiston, OR—Hermiston 
VOR/DME A, Original. 

Smyrne, TN--Smyrna Airport, VOR/DME 
Rwy 32, Amdt. 6., 

Waco, TX—Waco-Madison Cooper, 
Rwy 14, Amat. 18. 

Waco, TX—Waco-Madison Cooper, VOR/ 
DME Rwy 32, Amdt. 9. 

Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, yI—Harry S. 
Truman, VOR-A, Amdt. 12. 

Christiansted, St. Croix, ViI—Alexander 
Hamilton, VOR Rwy 27, Amdi. 15. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int'l, 
VOR Rwy 2, Amdt. 1. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
VOR Rwy 15, Amat. 20. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
VOR Rwy 20, Amdt. 3. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
VOR Rwy 24, Amdt. 8. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
VOR Rwy 33, Amat. 15. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, VOR Rwy 13, Amdt. 12. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, VOR Rwy 18, Amat. 12. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, VOR Rwy 31, Amdt. 13. 


* * * Effective October 19, 1978: 
Toccoa, GA—Toccoa, VOR Rwy 20, Amdt. 7. 
* * * Effective October 5, 1978: 


Marion, IN—Marion Municipal, VOR Rwy 4, 
Amat. 6. 

Marion, IN—Marion Municipal, VOR Rwy 
15, Amdt. 3. 

Marion, IN—Marion Municipal, VOR Rwy 
22, Amdt. 9. 

Charlotte, NC—Douglas Muni, VOR Rwy 5, 
Amdt. 7. 


* * * Effective September 6, 1978: 


Alexandria, LA—Esler Regional, VOR Rwy 
14, Amdt. 10. 

Alexandria, LA—Esler Regional, VOR Rwy 
32, Amdt. 11. 


2. By amending §97.25 SDF-LOC- 
LDA SIAPs identified as follows: 


* * * Effective November 16, 1978: 


Elkhart, IN—Elkhart Municipal, SDF Rwy 
27, Amdt. 1. 

Greenville, NC—Pitt-Greenville, SDF Rwy 
19, Amdt. 3. 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


Dillingham, AK—Dillingham, LOC/DME 
Rwy 19, Amat. 1. 

Albany, GA—Albany-Dougherty County, 
LOC (BC) Rwy 22, Amdt. 3. 

Salina, KS—Salina Muni, LOC/DME BC 
Rwy 17, Original, cancelled. 

Jefferson City, MO—Jefferson City Memori- 
al, SDF Rwy 30, Amdt. 4, cancelled. 

Waco, TX—Waco-Madison Cooper, LOC BC 
Rwy 01, Amdt. 7. 

Madison, Wi—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, LOC BC Rwy 18, Amdt. 7, 
cancelled. 


* * * Effective September 6, 1978: 


Alexandria, LA—Esler Regional, LOC BC 
Rwy 8, Amdt. 5. 


3. By amending $97.27 NDB/ADF 
SIAPs identified as follows: 


* * * Effective November 16, 1978: 


Municipal, 


VOR 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





42736 


Brunswick, GA—Glynco Jetport, NDB Rwy 
7, Amdt. 3. 

Elkhart, IN—Elkhart Municipal, NDB Rwy 
9, Amdt. 5, cancelled 

Greenville, NC—Pitt-Greenville, NDB Rwy 
19, Amdt. 9. 


—— NC—Warren Field, NDB-A, 


Amat. 

Afton, OK—Shaneri La, NDB Rwy 35, 
Amat. 1 

Elk City, OK—Elk City Muni, NDB Rwy 17, 
Amdt. 1. 

Pickens, SC—Pickens County, NDB Rwy 4, 
Amdt. 2. 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


Albany, GA—Albany-Dougherty County, 
NDB Rwy 4, Amdt. 7. 

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field, NDB Rwy 
1, Amdt. 2. 

Charleviox, MI—Charlevoix Municipal, 
NDB Rwy 8, Amdt. 3. 

Charleviox, _MI—Charlevoix Municipal, 
NDB Rwy 26, Amdt. 3. 

Hannibal, MO—Hannibal Muni, NDB Rwy 
34, Amdt. 1. 

Islip, NY—Long Island MacArthur, NDB 
Rwy 6, Amdt. 14. 

San Juan, PR—Puerto Rico International, 
NDB Rwy 7, Amat. 5. 

San Juan, PR—Puerto Rico International, 
NDB Rwy 10, Amdt. 4. 

Chattanooga, TN—Lovell Field, NDB Rwy 
20, Amdt. 25. 

Killeen, TX—Killeen Muni, NDB Rwy 01, 
Original. 

Waco, TX—Waco-Madison Cooper, NDB 
Rwy 19, Amdt. 13. 

Christiansted, St. Croix, WI—Alexander 
Hamilton, NDB Rwy 9, Amat. 9. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, NDB Rwy 36, Amdt. 21. 

Watertown, WiI—Watertown Municipal, 
NDB Rwy 23, Original. 

Watertown, WI—Watertown Municipal, 
NDB Rwy 23, Amdt. 2, cancelled. 


* * * Effective September 6, 1978: 


Alexandria, LA—Esler Regional, NDB Rwy 
26, Amdt. 4. 


NotTe.—The FAA published an amendment 
in Docket No. 18248, Amdt. No. 1118 to part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (Vol. 
43 FR No. 165, page 37684; dated August 24, 
1978) under §97.27. Effective October 5, 
1978, which is hereby amended as follows: 


Morrilton, AR—Petit Jean Park, NDB Rwy 
2, Amdt. 1. Change effective date to No- 
vember 2, 1978. 


4. By amending §97.29 ILS-MLS 
SLAPs identified as follows: 


* * * Effective November 16, 1978: 


Gainesville, FL—Gainesville Regional, ILS 
Rwy 28, Amat. 6. 
By ag GA—Glynco Jetport, ILS Rwy 7, 
it. 1. 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


Ketchikan, AK—Ketchikan International, 
ILS/DME-1 Rwy 11, Amat. 2. 

Deadhorse, AK—Deadhorse, ILS/DME Rwy 
4, Amdt. 3. 

Albany, GA—Albany-Dougherty County, 
ILS Rwy 4, Amct. 6. 

Louisville, KY—Standiford Field, ILS Rwy 
1, Amdt. 3. 

New Bedford, MA—New Bedford Muni, ILS 
Rwy 5, Amdt. 14. 
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Albany, NY—Albany County, ILS Rwy 1, 
Amdt. 5. 

Albany, NY—Albany County, ILS Rwy 19, 
Amat. 15. 

Islip, NY—Long Island MacArthur, ILS Rwy 
6, Amdt.17. 

Islip, NY—Long Island MacArthur, ILS Rwy 
24, Amdt. 1. 

Chattanooga, TN— Lovell Field, ILS Rwy 
20, Amdt. 29. 

Houston, TX—Houston Intercontinental, 
ILS Rwy 8, Amdt. 8. 

Houston, TX—Houston Intercontinental, 
ILS Rwy 26, Amdt. 4. 

Waco, TX—Waco-Madison Cooper, ILS Rwy 
19, Amdt. 10. 

Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, VI—Harry S. 
Truman, ILS Rwy 9, Amdt. 2. 

Christiansted St. Croix—Alexander Hamil- 
ton, ILS Rwy 9, Amdt. 2. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
ILS Rwy 6, Amdt. 20. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int'l, 
ILS Rwy 15, Amdt. 2. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int’l, 
ILS Rwy 33, Amdt. 5. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, ILS Rwy 18, Original. 

Madison, WiI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, ILS Rwy 36, Amdt. 21. 


* * * Effective September 6, 1978: 


Alexandria, LA—Esler- Regional, ILS Rwy 
26, Amdt. 8. 


* * * Effective nerseneen 5, 1978: 


San Francisco, CA—San Francisco Int'l, ILS 
Rwy 19L, Amdt. 14. 


5. By amending §97.31 RADAR 
SIAPs identified as follows: 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


Anchorage, AK—Anchorage International, 
RADAR-1, Amdt. 7. 

Albany, NY—Albany County, 
Amdt. 11. 

Madison, WI—Dane County Regional/ 
Truax Field, RADAR-1 Amat. 6. 


6. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs 
identified as follows: 


* * * Effective November 16, 1978: 


Eureka, CA—Murray Field, RNAV Rwy 11, 
Amdt. 4.25 Holland, MI—Tulip City, 
RNAV Rwy 26, Amdt. 1. 


* * * Effective November 2, 1978: 


San Juan, PR—Puerto Rico International, 
RNAV Rwy 10, Amdt. 6. 

Richmond, VA—Richard Evelyn Byrd Int'l, 
RNAV Rwy 20, Amat. 2. 


(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 
1354(a), 1421, and 1510); sec. 6(c), Depart- 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)); Delegation: 25 FR 6489 and para- 
graph 802 of order FS P1100.1, as amended 
March 9, 1973.) 


Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an economic impact state- 
ment under Executive Order 11821, as 
amended by Executive Order 11949, and 
OMB Circular A-107. 


RADAR-1, 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 15, 1978. 


JAMES M. VINES, 


Chief, 
Aircraft Programs Division. 
Note.—The incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on May 
12, 1969. 


{FR Doc. 78-26525 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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CHAPTER lI—CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 


SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 
(Reg. ER-1075; Amdt. No. 16, Docket 31861] 


PART 207—CHARTER TRIPS AND 
SPECIAL SERVICES 


Off-Route Charter Rules 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, 
D.C., September 15, 1978. 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Board amends the 
off-route charter rules to remove all 
restrictions on cargo charters by all- 
cargo carriers, raise the volume limits 
for other charters by scheduled carri- 
ers to 10 percent of their base revenue 
mileage, and to liberalize the frequen- 
cy restrictions for those charters. The 
changes are designed to increase the 
availability of charter aircraft and 
remove restraints on competition. 


DATES: Effective—October 20, 1978. 
Adopted—September 13, 1978. 


FOR. FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT:. 


Richard B. Dyson, Civil Aeronautics 
Board, Office of the General Coun- 
sel, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20428, 202-673- 
5444, 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
EARLIER ISSUANCES 


Earlier substantive issuances in this 
proceeding were as follows: 

EDR-307, 41 FR 45021, October 14, 
1976: Proposal to amend in various 
ways the off-route charter rules con- 
tained in 14 CFR Part 207, in response 
to petitions for rulemaking by the 
Board’s Office of the Consumer Advo- 
cate, certian local service carriers, Pan 
American World Airways, Trans Inter- 
national Airlines, National Air Carri- 
ers Association, and National Airlines. 

ER-1030, 42 FR 61251, December 2, 
1977: Issued on the basis of EDR-307. 
It raised the volume limits for combi- 
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nation carriers to 5 percent of the first 
50 million, plus 2.5 percent of the re- 
maining, base revenue plane-miles; 
raised volume limits for all-cargo carri- 
ers to 10 percent of base revenue 
plane-miles; eliminated domestic fre- 
quency and regularity restrictions; and 
eliminated international regularity re- 
strictions.! 

EDR-342, 42 FR 64704, December 
28, 1977: Proposed, on the basis of 
comments and other developments, 
changes differing somewhat from 
those proposed in EDR-307. The pres- 
ent action is based on that notice. 


THE PROPOSAL 


The'amendments proposed in EDR- 
342 are as follows: 

1. Combination carriers would have 
a higher volume restriction for passen- 
ger off-route charters. Alternative 
limits were proposed: (a) 10 percent of 
their first 50 million base revenue 
plane-miles, plus 5 percent of the re- 
mainder, or (b) 10 percent of all base 
revenue plane-miles. It was also pro- 
posed that they be allowed at their 
option to compute their base on the 
basis of sea-miles instead of plane- 
miles, with the first step in alternative 
(a) being 14 billion seat-miles.. Now, 
under the amendment in ER-1030, the 
limits are 5 percent of the first 50 mil- 
lion, plus 2.5 percent of the remaining, 
base revenue plane-miles. 

2. The international frequency re- 
strictions for combination carriers’ off- 
route passenger and cargo charters, 
and for all-cargo carriers’ passenger 
charters, would be relaxed. They 
would be: (a) Unlimited to countries 
where the carrier has scheduled au- 
thority to at least one point, and (b) 
otherwise limited to not more than 
eight flights in one direction in any 4 
successive weeks between any single 
pair of points. At present there are 
special provisions for off-route ‘‘trans- 
atlantic” and ‘“‘transpacific’’ charters, 
as those terms are defined: All off- 
route “transatlantic” and “transpacif- 
ic” flights (except points in a country 
where the combination carrier has 
some certificated authority) are treat- 
ed as if between the same points, i.e., 
they can have only eight transatlantic 
and eight transpacific flights in either 
direction during any 4 _ successive 
weeks: These special provisions and 
definitions would be deleted. To coun- 
tries to which the carrier is now certi- 
ficated to at least one point, the cur- 
rent rules allow eight flights per four 
successive weeks between any pair of 
points. 

3. All rules restricting international 
off-route cargo charters by all-cargo 
carriers would be removed. Under the 


1The rules adopted by ER-1030 have been 
in effect since November 22, 1977, but they 
are under judicial review. NACA v. CAB, —— 
F, 2d —— (D.C. Cir., No. 77-2122). 
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new section 418 of the Act, added by 
Pub. L. 95-163, they are no longer sub- 
ject to any restrictions in domestic 
cargo operations. These carriers are at 
present limited by our rules to 10 per- 
cent of their base revenue plane-miles 
for international off-route cargo or 
passenger charters, except in their 
“areas of operations.” That term 
would no longer have significance and 
would be eliminated. 

4. Alternative limits were proposed 
for ajil-cargo carriers’ passenger 
charter operations: (a) 10 percent of 
their first 50 million base revenue 
plane-miles, plus 5 percent of the re- 
mainder, or (b) 10 percent of all base 
revenue plane-miles. 


COMMENTS 


Comments were received from Pan 
American World Airways, Trans 
World Airlines (TWA), United Air 
Lines, American Airlines, Delta Air 
Lines, Southern Airways, North Cen- 
tral Airlines, Ozark Air Lines, Sea- 
board World Airlines, Airlift Interna- 
tional, Flying Tiger Line, Evergreen 
International Airlines, National Air 
Carrier Association (NACA), and the 
Las Vegas Parties. 

The proposal was supported in its 
entirety by United, Southern, North 
Central, Ozark, Airlift, Flying Tiger, 
and the Las Vegas Parties. In addition, 
the part of the proposal relating to 
passenger charters was supported by 
TWA and American. United pointed 
out that charters have stimulated in- 
novative price offerings on scheduled 
service that have substantially in- 
creased traffic, but that the off-route 
charter restrictions have often caused 
the regulations, rather than price and 
service offerings, to dictate the selec- 
tion of a carrier. It suggested that re- 
strictions have generally been removed 
from the operations of the supplemen- 
tal carriers, and that there was no 
reason why comparable restrictions 
should be maintained on the sched- 
uled carriers. The local service carriers 
cited the large increases in their off- 
route charter traffic, and pointed out 
that with their smaller planes they did 
not compete directiy with the supple- 
mentals. 

The proposals for passenger charters 
were opposed by Pan American (in 
part), Delta, and NACA. The first two 
opposed the relaxing of the interna- 
tional frequency restrictions on the 
ground that increased charter traffic 
would be injurious to scheduled serv- 
ice. Pan American also argued that it 
would cause foreign governments to 
demand reciprocal charter rights or 
new scheduled authority. Delta sug- 
gested that the Board should pause to 
evaluate the impact of the new public 
charter rule (SPR-149, 43 FR 36604, 
Aug. 18, 1978) before undertaking any 
new rulemaking on charters. 
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NACA contended that the relaxation 
of the off-route charter restrictions 
would allow the scheduled carriers to 
mount “year-long back-to-back” pro- 
grams in the international markets, 
“substantially destroying the last re- 
maining charter market in which the 
supplementais have a competitive 
market position.” They contended 
that the scheduled carriers’ large ad- 
vertising budgets, name recognition, 
and ability to subsidize charter oper- 
ations from scheduled-service revenues 
gave them overwhelming advantages 
over the supplementals. NACA pre- 
sented data showing the movement of 
market shares over the last decade, to 
indicate that the supplementals’ share 
has been declining relative to that of 
the scheduled carriers. They also com- 
puted the increases that could be 
made in the _ scheduled carrier’s 
charter operations if they all used all 
or a substantial part of the additional 
mileage that would be allowed to them 
under the proposed rules. NACA 
argued that the proposal was illegal in 
that it amounted to granting supple- 
mental certificates to the route carri- 
ers, and that formal procedures were 
legally required to create a detailed 
factual record on which to base Board 
action. 

The cargo charter proposals were 
opposed by Pan American, Delta, and 
Seaboard on the ground that they 
would divert traffic from scheduled 
service. Seaboard pointed out its in- 
vestment in specialized facilities that 
could be practically used only for 
scheduled service, and the large 
amount of competition that it already 
encounters in the transatlantic 
market. Pan American argued that the 
change would cause the freight for- 
warders who control the bulk of inter- 
national traffic to use charters more 
extensively, to the detriment of sched- 
uled service, but that they would not 
lower their prices. Pan American, 
TWA, and American also argued that 
granting unlimited cargo charter serv- 
ice only to the all-cargo carriers dis- 
criminated unfairly against ihem; 
TWA and American suggested giving 
unlimited authority to the combina- 
tion carriers as well. 

Evergreen, a supplemental carrier 
limited to North America, commented 
that it was unfair for the Board to 
grant greater authority to scheduled 
carriers when it had not yet acted on 
its application for worldwide authori- 
ty. The Board recently, however, 
issued an order to show cause (78-8- 
163, dated Aug. 29, 1978) why Ever- 
green should not be granted the au- 
thority it requested. 


GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS 


Most of the arguments in the com- 
ments opposing these proposals were 
essentially that by easing or removing j 
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the restrictions on certain parts of the 
air transportation industry (in this 
case the combination and all-cargo 
carriers), other parts will suffer from 
increased competition. The Board 
agrees that the effect on various parts 
of the industry of changing the rules 
for one portion of it is a relevant con- 
sideration. It is important to recog- 
nize, however, that the liberalization 
of the off-route charter rules is not an 
isolated action. It is part of a much 
broader series of Board actions de- 
signed to free the air transportation 
industry from unnecessary regulatory 
constraints and allow competitive 
forces to be the_primary factor in 
management decisions. An important 
element of a more competitive regime, 
and of the more efficient use of re- 
sources that it should foster, is the 
lowering of the structural barriers be- 
tween different parts of the industry. 
Often the most important source of 
candidates for new entry, a vital part 
of a fully competitive system is a dif- 
ferent part of the same industry that 
has been performing somewhat similar 
functions. Indeed, the urge to compete 
in different fields is reflected in many 
of the comments to this rulemaking: 
Some of the combination carriers are 
seeking broader authority to carry 
cargo as well as passengers; the all- 
cargo carriers are asking for broader 
authority to carry passenger charters; 
and the supplementals have applied 
for certificates to carry passengers on 
scheduled routes. With greater free- 
dom of individual air carriers to com- 
pete for different types of business, 
and less artificial segmentation into 
specialist-type operations, it is to be 
expected that there will be shifts of 
market share between the erstwhile 
segments. More business for the more 
efficient is the expected result in a less 
restricted, more competitive system. 
The important question for the 
Board in attempting to foster a more 
competitive environment will not, 
then, be whether removing a regula- 
tory restraint will cause some shift in 
market share. It will rather be wheth- 
er the public interest is adequately 
protected. More specifically: Will the 
services that the public wants be avail- 
able at the lowest possible prices? Will 
the different parts of the industry be 
sufficiently viable to offer .specialist 
services and a wide range of service op- 
tions to the extent they are needed, 
and to provide a source of new entries 
and a competitive spur to the larger 
and more established businesses? and, 
Will individual members of the public 


be protected against loss where they: 


cannot reasonably be expected to pro- 
tect themselves? 32 

We also point out that the Board 
has recently taken several steps that 
tend to remove barriers from different 
segments of the industry, and broaden 
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the areas in which the supplemental 
carriers can operate. By SPR-149, 
adopted August 14, 1978 (43 FR 36604, 
Aug. 18, 1978), the Board created the 
public charter, simplifying and reduc- 
ing the restrictions on charter flights. 
Two supplemental carriers, World Air- 
ways and Capitol International Air- 
ways, have been granted exemptions 
to provide scheduled passenger service 
between the United States and the Be- 
nelux countries (order 78-9-2, dated 
Sept. 1, 1978). Also, the initial deci- 
sion, dated August 23, 1978, in the 
Transcontinental Low Fare Route Pro- 
ceeding, docket 30356, granted World 
Airways its longstanding request for 
authority to provide transcontinental 
low fare passenger service. The Board 
has set a target date of November 22, 
1978, for final decision on review in 
that case. Finally, at its public meet- 
ing of September 7, 1978, the Board 
granted World Airways and two other 
carriers an exemption to provide 
scheduled passenger service to Guam 
and Hong Kong in the Transpacific 
Low Fare Route Case (order 78-9-33, 
docket 33068). 


PASSENGER CHARTERS 


The most elaborate and detailed ar- 
guments against the proposed changes 
were made by NACA, representing 
supplemental carriers, who, unlike 
other parts of the industry, receive no 
benefit to offset any losses of business 
resulting from liberalization of the 
off-route charter rules. Turning first 
to their arguments based on recent 
changes in market shares, it is undis- 
puted that the scheduled carriers’ rate 
of increase in passenger charter traffic 
has been greater than the supplemen- 
tals’. For example, in the 9 years from 
1968 to 1977, the total number of 
charter passengers carried annually by 
the supplementals increased 88.4 per- 
cent (from 1.18 million to 2.23 million), 
while the number carried by the 
scheduled carriers increased by 464 
percent (0.81 million to 4.59 million).? 
NACA also noted that the number of 
supplementals has declined during 


_ that period. We do not find these data 


persuasive, however, of the need to 
maintain stringent restrictions on the 
scheduled carriers’ charter activities. 
The attrition among the supplemen- 
tals has taken place during a period 
when their total passenger traffic has 
been increasing at an average com- 


2NACA comment, appendix G, using data 
from CAB forms 41, Scheduled T-6, and 
forms 217. The domestic charter traffic 
aboard the supplementals has remained rel- 
atively static, declining 10 percent to 1977. 
If only the international traffic is consid- 


ered, however, the supplementals have 
fared relatively much better: they tripled 
their traffic (0.56 million to 1.67 million) 
while the scheduled carriers were making 
approximately a fivefold increase (0.31 mil- 
lion to 1.63 million). 


pounded rate of over 7 percent per 
year, so it does not appear that loss of 
traffic to scheduled carriers is a prima- 
ry cause of the decline in their num- 
bers. 

Furthermore, the relative percent- 
age increases in charter traffic be- 
tween the supplementals and the 
scheduled carriers can be misleading 
because of the enormous differences 
in size between the two segments of 
the industry. The scheduled carriers 
have some 98 percent of the commer- 
cial jet fleet, and the supplementals 2 
percent. At a time when the total 
charter market was more than tripling 
(from 2 million in 1968 to 6.8 million 
in 1977), it is not surprising that the 
scheduled carriers could more easily 
allocate new aircraft and associated re- 
sources, and absorb a larger part of 
the increase. This is not to deny that 
if their competition were more tightly 
restricted; the -supplementals as a 
group might have expanded faster. 
But it is not a function of the Board to 
maintain the market share of each 
portion of the air transportation in- 
dustry, nor can we assume that a given 
number of supplementals carriers is 
“right” from the standpoint of eco- 
nomics or the public interest.* The 
supplementals’ claim on this point was 
that the scheduled carriers were 
squeezing them out of the charter 
market altogether, so that they would 
no longer be an effective competitive 
force. We conclude that their data do 
not support that claim. 

A substantial part of the NACA com- 
ment was devoted to calculating the 
percentage and absolute increase in 
charter activities of the scheduled car- 
riers that would be allowed if the pro- 
posed liberalizations were effected, 
and then comparing those authoriza- 
tions with the present activities of the 
supplemental carriers. This line of ar- 
gument is logically flawed and unper- 
suasive. The obvious “apples and or- 
anges” problem is more than just 
formal: The supplementals’ authoriza- 
tion to fly charters is unlimited, and 
the scheduled carriers’ future charter 
activity is unknown. For the argument 
to be valid, it would have to be shown 
that the off-route charter rules are 
the only effective limit on scheduled 
carriers’ charter operations, but no 
evidence has been presented to sup- 
port that premise. It should be remem- 
bered that scheduled carriers are to- 
tally unrestricted in fiying on-route 
charters; thus at least one U.S. sched- 
uled carrier has unlimited charter au- 
thority in every significant market. 
Yet in the lucrative transatlantic mar- 
kets, to which the supplementals have 
recently devoted most of their atten- 
tion, they have proved to be highly ef- 


*The Board has recently instituted a case 
to process several new applications for sup- 
plemental certificates. 
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fective competitors, capturing 62 per- 
cent of the U.S.-flag charter market in 
1977.4 

The board also rejects the argu- 
ments by Pan American and Delta 
that liberalization of the off-route pas- 
senger charter rules will cause undue 
diversion from _ scheduled service. 
Again, a necessary premise of this ar- 
gument is that the off-route charter 
rules are a significant restraint on 
total charter volume. This premise ap- 
pears very doubtful, however, in light 
of the fact that in all significant 
charter markets unlimited charter au- 
thority is held by U.S. supplementals, 
at least one U.S. scheduled carrier 
(and in the largest markets, two or 
more), and, in the international mar- 
kets, one or more foreign scheduled 
and supplemental carriers. In any 
event, it is the Board’s policy, as de- 
scribed above, to allow the market- 
place as much freedom as possible to 
allocate traffic between industry seg- 
ments and types of travel. There is 
certainly no danger at present of 
scheduled service ceasing to be a 
viable competitive force. The over- 
whelming majority of travelers still 
use scheduled service, and the sched- 
uled carriers have in the last year dra- 
matically demonstrated their ability to 
innovate with low-fare offerings that 
attract travelers who might otherwise 
use charters. 

Pan American argued further that 
loosening the off-route charter restric- 
tions would cause foreign-flag carriers 
to demand concessions such as new 


routes in return, thus “undermining” 


the economic strength” of the US.- 
flag carriers. This argument is highly 
speculative at best. Whether or not 
such demands materalize, the Board 
does not consider it wise policy to 
place or maintain general restrictions 
on all U.S. carriers because of posi- 
tions that may be adopted by some 
foreign governments. It therefore 
finds this argument without merit. 

NACA contended that the proposed 
liberalization of off-route charter rules 
would be a violation of the Federal 
Aviation Act, in that it would be the 
equivalent of granting a supplemental 
certificate to scheduled carriers, while 
section 401(d)(3) of the Act, 49 U.S.C. 
1271(d)(3), states that the Board “may 
issue a [supplemental] certificate, to 
any applicant not holding a certificate 
under paragraph (1) or (2)* * *”, 

It is our opinion that NACA’s inter- 
pretation of the statutory scheme is 


‘The figures for 1978 are heavily affected 
by the scheduled carriers’ move to deeply 
discounted fares, but they certainly do not 
support the argument for restrictions on 
the route carriers’ charter activities. In the 
transatlantic market, during the first 6 
months of 1978, the route carriers carried 
255,000 charter passengers, while the sup- 
plementals carried 404,000, or 61 percent of 
the total. 
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incorrect. It has not been asserted 
that the Board directly violated the 
Act. No scheduled carrier is being 
granted a supplemental certificate. 
NACA’s argument is rather based on a 
series of tenuous inferences: (1) That 
in authorizing the Board to issue a 
supplemental certificate to “any appli- 
cant not holding” a scheduled certifi- 
cate, Congress was stating not just a 
formal rule, but a positive prohibition 
to be read broadly beyond its literal 
wording; (2) that section 401(d)(3) im- 
plies limitations on what scheduled 
carriers can do under their 401(d)(1) 
certificates; (3) that these limitations 
are somehow imported into the 
Board’s off-route charter rules; and (4) 
that the relaxation of the off-route 
charter rules that is the subject of this 
proceeding transgresses those limita- 
tions. 

We agree with none of those infer- 
ences. We find no evidence that Con- 
gress intended any specific limits on 
the activities of scheduled carriers in 
excluding them from the class of ap- 
plicants for supplemental certificates. 
In section 401(eX6), 49 U.S.C. 
1371(e)(6), Congress specifically pro- 
vided that: 


Any air carrier, other than a supplemental 
air carrier, may perform charter trips (in- 
cluding inclusive tour charter trips) or any 
other special service, without regard to the 
points named in its certificate, or the type 
of service provided therein, under regula- 
tions prescribed by the Board. 


Thus, off-route charters by scheduied 
carriers were specifically authorized, 
with the Board left to determine by 
regulation what limitations should be 
imposed. In light of this paragraph of 
the statute, the purpose of not allow- 
ing scheduled carriers to hold supple- 
mental certificates seems clear. Con- 
gress in section 401(e)(6) made a per- 
missive grant of authority to the 
Board to limit the off-route charter 
activities of the scheduled carriers; 
and that authorization would have 
been meaningless if the scheduled car- 
riers had been free to obtain supple- 
mental certificates allowing them to 
fly charters without limitation. But 
there is no reasonable basis on which 
to infer that the statute dictates what 
the SBoard’s limiting regulations 
should say. The Board’s policy in this 
regard has indeed changed over the 
years, in light of the changing circum- 
stances of the regulated industry and 
the Board’s own judgment of what 
best meets the public need. That is ex- 
actly what Congress intends when it 
leaves an area of decision to an admin- 
istrative agency, as it did here. 


CaRGO CHARTERS 


The main argument against remov- 
ing the limitations on cargo charters 
by the all-cargo carriers amounted to 
the complaint that they would en- 
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croach upon commercial preserves 
that are at present at least partly pro- 
tected. It was presented by Pan Ameri- 
can, a combination carrier, by NACA, 
representing the supplementals, and 
by Seaboard, an all-cargo carrier. For 
reasons set forth above, we find this 
line of argument to be of little weight. 
It may well be, as Pan American and 
Seaboard asserted, that scheduled 
cargo service offers unique efficien- 
cies, but if so, that efficiency should 
enable scheduled service to hold its 
own against charter competition. It is 
always possible for a portion of an in- 
dustry to point td valuable services 
that it is currently providing, and to 
predict that they will be lost if ex- 
posed to the threat of greater competi- 
tion. In that sense opening up the 
field to wider competition always in- 
volves exchanging the known for the 
unknown. That does not affect the 
Board’s opinion that freer competition 
is the best way to ensure the combina- 
tion of price and service that best 
serves the public. It is especially true 
in the cargo field, where the users 
tend to be commercially sophisticated 
and therefore need less governmental 
protection, guidance, and preservation 
of options than do individual travelers. 

We also reject NACA’s argument 
that the supplementals’ opportunities 
in the international cargo market 
would be eliminated by this change, or 
that other carriers should be restrict- 
ed to protect those opportunities. It 
was not shown that the supplemen- 
tals’ viability depends on the cargo 
market, and under the principles al- 
ready set forth we do not find it in the 
public interest to give them a protect- 
ed market here. 

A somewhat different point was 
raised by Pan American, TWA, and 
American: That allowing unrestricted 
cargo charters by all-cargo carriers 
would discriminate against the combi- 
nation carriers. TWA and American 
argued that the change should not be 
made unless they were given similarly 
unrestricted authority. One possibility 
mentioned by American was to use the 
new section 418 of the Act, rather 
than section 401, to define the subject 
class of all-cargo carriers, which would 
eventually bring into it virtually all 
certificated carriers. This suggestion 
was not previously presented to the 
Board and therefore could not be 
acted on at this time, but it, along 
with several others made in the com- 
ments for further liberalization, will 
be given serious consideration for 
future rulemaking. The Board does 
not agree, however, that the discrimi- 
nation that may exist in the proposal 
before us here is a reason not to pro- 
ceed with it. At this point the rights of 
carriers are far from homogeneous. 
The rights of combination carriers 
such as TWA and American with re- 
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spect to cargo carriage, as compared to 
the all-cargo carriers, should not be 
considered in isolation from the fact 
that they have vastly greater rights in 
the passenger field, along with the 
greater financial resources and public 
familiarity that have flowed from 
them. They are, in fact, the chief 
beneficiaries of the present rulemak- 
ing. In short, the position that when- 
ever the Board removes restrictions 
for one class of carriers it must do the 
same for all is not logically valid. 


PROCEDURAL OBJECTION 


The Board also rejects the argu- 
ments by NACA and Delta that the 
changes proposed in the off-route 
charter rules must be made by a 
formal hearing process, rather than 
normal rulemaking procedures. As 
quoted above, section 401(e)(6) speci- 
fies that this area should be governed 
by “regulations prescribed by the 
Board.” There is not the slightest 
doubt that the notice-and-comment 
procedures of 5 U.S.C. 53 are the ones 
prescribed by the Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act for a regulatory action of 
this type. The Board has in fact gone 
well beyond the requirements of that 
section in this proceeding. The origi- 
nal proposal was EDR-307, 41 FR 
45021, issued October 14, 1976. In re- 
sponse to a request by NACA, the 
Board held an informal hearing, not 
required by statute, on August 4, 1977, 
at which all interested parties were 
permitted to air their views before the 
Board Members. It issued ER-1030 on 
November 22, 1977, 42 FR 61251, 
making some of the proposed amend- 
ments to the rules. Because some of 
the changes that appeared advisable 
on the basis of the comments differed 
from those proposed in EDR-307, how- 
ever, the Board issued a second notice 
of proposed rulemaking (EDR-342) to 
focus on these changes, on~December 
21, 1977, 42 FR 64704. At the request 
of NACA the comment period for that 
proposal, originally 60 days, was ex- 
tended another 30 days (EDR-342A, 
Feb. 10, 1978, 43 FR 6621). The proce- 
dures used in this matter have thus al- 
lowed ample opportunity for all sides 
to express their views. 

The Board often uses formal adjudi- 
cative hearings and compiles detailed 
factual records in adversary proceed- 
ings. Such a hearing is not called for 
in this proceeding, however. As de- 
scribed in this issuance, these amend- 
ments are the result of the application 
of a broad policy of minimizing the 
regulatory restraints on all parts of 
the air transportation industry, to the 
extent consistent with maintaining 
competition, service, and basic public 
protection. Actually the factual data 
cited and used in this action are con- 
tained in NACA’s own comment. It is 
true that there are unknowns in the 


-the hearing, 
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picture with respect to the future: The 
ultimate effect of this action on the 
supplemental industry, and the re- 
sponses of the scheduled carriers, 
among others, to changes in the regu- 
latory climate, to name two cited by 
NACA. But future events are not de- 
terminable facts in any meaningful 
sense. Formal adversary hearings, ex- 
pensive and time consuming as they 
are, have not proved to be an advance 
in the state of the art of prediction. 
They are particularly unhelpful 
where, as here, the relevant outcomes 
will be heavily influenced by other 
regulatory actions outside the scope of 
collateral events that 
have not yet occurred, and decisions 
not yet made. But it does not follow 
that we must therefore adhere to the 
regulatory status quo despite our con- 
sidered judgmert that the public in- 
terest calls for new policies. That we 
cannot with confidence predict the 
future is one of the strongest argu- 
ments against tight regulatory control, 
and one of our main reasons for rely- 
ing on the self-regulatory forces of 
competition to make the adjustments 
needed as the times change. 


SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER CHANGES 


The comments contained several 
suggestions for further changes in the 
Board’s regulations that were outside 
the scope of the proposal, and there- 
fore ineligible for action here. Flying 
Tiger argued that the 10-percent limit 
on passenger charters by all-cargo car- 
riers was anomalous, and suggested 
that since the peak seasons for cargo 
and passenger traffic are different, 
those carriers would be a source of 
very low-price passenger charters if 
their volume limits were removed. Sea- 
board asked that the Board remove 
the restriction to property and mail on 
the all-cargo carriers’ routes, to allow 
them to carry “combination passen- 
ger/cargo service,” which would allow 
them to provide “low cost/low-fare 
scheduled passenger service.” Ameri- 
can and TWA suggested allowing the 
combination carriers the same unres- 
tricted authority to operate off-route 
cargo charters as is being granted the 
all-cargo carriers. Ozark argued that 
the volume limitations on passenger 
charters should be removed altogeth- 
er. Pan American suggested, as a re- 
strictive measure, that the definition 
of “point” should be changed to in- 
clude a 250-mile, rather than a 50- 
mile, radius. Failure to act on these 
suggestions does not indicate disap- 
proval, and they will be given serious 
consideration as candidates for fur- 
ther action. 


THE AMENDMENTS 


The Board has decided, on the basis 
of the foregoing considerations, to 
make the amendments proposed in the 


off-route charter rules. With respect 
to the volume limitations, several com- 
menters argued for the more liberal al- 
terative of 10 percent of base revenue 
plane-miles, while none suggested any 
special reasons other than general op- 
position to relaxation of the rules for 
choosing the lower, stepped limit. Ad- 
mittedly the choice of a figure must be 
somewhat arbitrary. The lower figure 
could evidently be restrictive in the 
fairly near future of larger carriers, es- 
pecially Pan Amercian, which argued 
for the higher one. Absent a convinc- 
ing argument for the lower figure, and 
in line with our policy of removing re- 
straints where there are no sufficient 
countervailing considerations, we will 
adopt the flat 10-percent limitation. It 
will apply to both the combination 
carriers’ off-route charters (cargo and 
passenger charters considered togeth- 
er) and the all-cargo carriers’ passen- 
ger charters. 

No objections were received to the 
proposal to allow seat miles as an op- 
tional method of computation for pas- 
senger charters, so that proposal is 
also adopted. The remainder of the 
proposal is adopted as set forth at the 
beginning of this discussion. 

Under the November 9, 1977, amend- 
ments of the Federal Aviation Act 
(Pub. L. 95-163), carriers may obtain 
certificates for all-cargo air service en- 
abling them to perform such service 
without restriction within the 50 
States, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is- 
lands. To reflect this amendment and 
include section 418 service among the 
authorized types of charters, the defi- 
nition of ‘on-route” in part 207 is 
amended by inserting the phrase ‘‘cer- 
tificate for all-cargo air service.” 


ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENT 
In light of the foregoing, the Board 


hereby makes the following amend- 


ments, effective October 20, 1978, to 
14 CFR Part 207, Charter Trips and 
Special Services: 

1. In § 207.1, Definitions, the defini- 
tions of “Hawaiian charter trip,” 
“transatlantic charter trip,” and 
“transpacific charter trip” are deleted. 

2. In § 207.1, Definitions, a new defi- 
nition of ‘base revenue seat-miles” is 
added in proper alphabetical sequence, 
and the definition of “on-route” is 
amended, as follows: 


§ 207.1 Definitions. 
As used in this part, unless the con- 
text otherwise requires: * * * 


“Base revenue seat-mile” means the 
total available revenue seat-miles on 
flights operated by an air carrier in 
scheduled services, extra sections, and 
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on-route charter trips or special ser- 
vices. 


= * * * * 


“On-route” shall refer to service per- 
formed by an air carrier between 
points between which said carrier is 
authorized to provide service pursuant 
to its certificate of public convenience 
and necessity, certificate for all-cargo 
air service, or exemption authori- 
ty:* * * Provided. 


* * * * & 


3. § 207.5 is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 207.5 Limitation on amount of charter 
trips which may be performed by com- 
bination carriers. 


A combination carrier shall during 
any calendar year limit the aggregate 
of its off-route charter trips, at its 
option, to either 10 percent of the base 
revenue plane-miles, or 10 percent of 
the base revenue seat-miles, flown by 
it during the preceding calendar year. 

4. § 207.6 is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 207.6 All-cargo carriers: Limitation on 
amount of charter trips which may be 
performed. 


(a) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sions of this part, there are no restric- 
tions on the volume, frequency, or reg- 
ularity of off-route cargo charters 
flown by all-cargo carriers. 

(b) An all-cargo carrier shall not 
during any calendar year perform pas- 
senger charters that in the aggregate 
exceed 10 percent of the base revenue 
plane-miles flown by it during the pre- 
ceding calendar year. 

5. § 207.7a is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 207.7a Restriction on frequency of off- 
route charter trips and other special 
services in foreign air transportation. 


(a) An air carrier certificated to per- 
form scheduled service to any point in 
a foreign country may perform off- 
route charter trips or other special 
services without limitation as to fre- 
quency between any point in the 
United States and any point in that 
foreign country. 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(a) of this section, an air carrier shall 
not perform more than eight off-route 
charter trips or special services in any 
one direction during any 4 successive 
calendar weeks between any single 
pair of points, one of which is in the 
United States and the other in a for- 
eign country. 

(Sec. 204, 401, 418, Federal Aviation Act of 


1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 754, 91 Stat. 
1278. 49 U.S.C. 1326, 1371, 1388.) 


- RULES AND REGULATIONS 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
PHYLLIS T. KayLor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-26455 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[3510-25] 


Title 15—Commerce and Foreign 
Trade 


CHAPTER liI—INDUSTRY AND TRADE 
ADMINISTRATION, SEPARTMENT 
OF COMMERCE 


PART 399—COMMODITY CONTROL 
LIST AND RELATED MATTERS 


Revisicn of Validated License Control 
on Exporis of Sporting Shotguns 


AGENCY: Office of Export Adminis- 
tration, Bureau of Trade Regulation, 
U.S. Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: On June 23, 1978, vali- 
dated license control over commodities 
particularly useful in crime control 
and detection was extended to cover 
shipments of these commodities to all 
destinations except Australia, Bel- 
gium, Canada, Denmark, France, the 
Federal Republic of Germany (includ- 
ing West Berlin), Greece, Iceland, 
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, The Neth- 
erlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portu- 
gal, Turkey, and the United Kingdom. 
Previously, these controls were appli- 
cable only to the USSR, East Europe- 
an communist countries (except Yugo- 
slavia), the People’s Republic of 
China, the Republic of South Africa, 
and Namibia. Included in the list of 
commodities to which this revision ap- 
plied was CCL entry No. 5998B, ‘“‘Non- 
military shotguns, barrel length 18 
inches or over; and nonmilitary arms, 
discharge type (for example, stun- 
guns, shock batons, etc.), except arms 
designed solely for signal, flare, or sa- 
luting use; and parts, n.e.s.” The De- 
partment of Commerce, with the con- 
currence of the Department of State, 
has now determined that it is not nec- 
essary to control the export of sport- 
ing shotguns to most destinations for 
foreign policy reasons, unless they are 
for consignment or resale to police or 
law enforcement agencies. Sporting 
shotguns are defined as shotguns with 
a barrel length of 24 inches or more. 
This revision amends CCL entry No. 
5998B to reflect this determination. 


EFFECTIVE DATE OF ACTION: Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Charles C. Swanson, Director, 
Operations Division, Office of 
Export Administration, U.S. Depart- 


INFORMATION 


42741 


ment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, 202-377-4196. 


Accordingly, the Commodity Control 
List, incorporated by reference at 15 
CFR 399.1, is amended to revise the 
footnote to entry No. 5998B to read as 
follows: A validated license is not re- 
quired for export of these commodities 
to Australia, Belgium, Denmark, 
France, the Federal Republic of Ger- 
many (including West Berlin), Greece, 
Iceland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, 
The Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Norway, Portugal, Turkey, and the 
United Kingdom. Also, a validated li- 
cense is not required for export of 
shotguns with barrel length 24 inches 
or over, and parts, n.e.s., to other des- 
tinations in Country Groups T and V, 
except the Republic of South Africa, 
Namibia, Botswana, Lesotho, and Swa- 
ziland, if for consignment or resale to 
other than police or law enforcement 
agencies. 


(Sec. 4 Pub. L. 91-184, 83 Stat. 842 (50 
U.S.C. App. 2403), as amended; E.O. 12002, 
42 FR 35623 (1977); Department Organiza- 
tion Order 10-3, dated December 4, 1977, 42 
FR 64721 (1877); and Industry and Trade 
Administration Organization and Function 
Order 45-1, dated December 4, 1977, 42 FR 
64716 (1977).) 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


RAvER H. MEYER, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Trade Reguiation. 
{FR Doc. 78-26500 Filed 9-18-78; 11:38 am] 


[6750-01] 
Title 16—Commercial Practices 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


PART 14—ADMINISTRATIVE INTER- 
PRETATIONS, GENERAL POLICY 
STATEMENTS, AND ENFORCEMENT 
POLICY STATEMENTS 


Secret Coding in Marketing Research 
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Enforcement policy state- 
ment. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is stat- 
ing its intention to take appropriate 
enforcement action against those who 
use secret coding in marketing re- 
search, should it discover the practice 
to be continuing in the future, and in 
the event that it may be causing sub- 
stantial consumer injury. This state- 
ment is intended to provide guidance 
to the marketing research industry. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 21, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Robert L. Barton, Jr., Attorney, Di- 
vision of Advertising Practices, 
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Bureau of Consumer Protection, 
Federal Trade Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20580, 202-724-1499. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


The Commission hereby amends part 
14 of title 16, chapter I, of the Code of 
Federal Regulations by adding new 
§ 14.12 to read as follows: 


§ 14.12 Use of secret coding in marketing 
research. 


(a) The Federal Trade Commission 
has determined to close its industry- 
wide investigation of marketing re- 
search firms that was initiated in No- 
vember 1975, to determine if the firms 
were using questionnaires with invisi- 
ble coding that could be used to reveal 
a survey respondent’s identity. After a 
thorough investigation, the Commis- 
sion has determined that invisible 
coding has been used by the market- 
ing research industry, but it is neither 
a commonly used nor widespread prac- 
tice. Moreover, use of the practice ap- 
pears to have diminished in recent 
years. For these reasons, the Commis- 
sion has determined that further 
action is not warranted at this time. 


(b) However, for the purpose of pro- 
viding guidance to the marketing re- 
search industry, the Commission is is- 
suing the following statement with 
regard to its future enforcement inten- 
tions. The Commission has reason to 
believe that it is an unfair or deceptive 
act or practice, violative of section 5 of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 45) to induce consumers to pro- 
vide information about themselves by 
expressly or implicitly promising that 
such information is being provided 
anonymously, when, in fact, a secret 
or invisible code is used on the survey 
form or return envelope that allows 
identification of the consumer who 
has provided the information. 


(c) While the Commission has made 
no final determination regarding the 
legality of the foregoing practice, the 
Commission will take appropriate en- 
forcement action should it discover 
the practice to be continuing in the 
future, and in the event that it may be 
causing substantial consumer injury. 
Among the circumstances in which the 
Commission believes that the use of 
secret coding may cause significant 
consumer harm are those in which: (1) 
A misleading promise of anonymity is 
used to obtain highly sensitive infor- 
mation about a consumer that such 
consumer would not choose to disclose 
if he or she were informed that a code 
was being used that would allow his or 
her name to be associated with the re- 
sponse; and (2) information of any sort 
is used for purposes other than those 
of the market survey. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721 (15 U.S.C. 46); 80 Stat. 
383, as amended (5 U.S.C. 552).) 


By direction of the Commission, 
dated September 12, 1978. 


CarOL M. THOMAS, 
Secretary. 


(FR Doc. 78-26565 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-22] 
Title 23—Highways 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY AD- 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


SUBCHAPTER B—PAYMENT PROCEDURES 


PART 190—INCENTIVE PAYMENTS 
FOR CONTROLLING OUTDOOR AD- 
VERTISING ON THE INTERSTATE 
SYSTEM 


Revision 


AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document consti- 
tutes a revision of the regulation on 
incentive payments for controlling 
outdoor advertising on the Interstate 
System. The revision is a consolidation 
and simplification of the existing regu- 
lations. There are no _ substantive 
changes contained in the revision. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 6, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. James V. Daughtry, Chief, Ac- 
counting Policy and Procedures 
Branch, 202-426-0515; or Mr. Dur- 
ward E. Timmons, Jr., Office of the 
Chief Counsel, 202-426-0800, Feder- 
al Highway Administration. Office 
hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m., 
e.s.t., Monday through Friday. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Existing regulations appear as part 
190 of Chapter I, Title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations, and codify mate- 
rial contained in volume 1, chapter 4, 
section 7 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Program Manual.! 

This revision is made in accordance 
with the philosophy and criteria rec- 
ommended by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) Regulations 
Reduction Task Force. Reduction and 
simplification of the existing regula- 
tions was achieved. 


Note.—The Federal Highway Administra- 
tion has determined that this document 


‘The Federal-Aid Highway Program 
Manual is available for inspection and copy- 
ae Se POR Se SIR ee, ee 


does not contain a significant proposal ac- 
cording to the criteria established by the 
Department of Transportation pursuant to 
E.O. 12044. 


This rule is issued under the author- 
ity of 23 U.S.C. 131(j) and 315, and the 
delegation of authority by the Secre- 
tary at 49 CFR 1.48(b). 


Issued on: September 6, 1978. 


Kart S. BOWERs, 
Federal Highway 
Administrator. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
chapter I of Title 23, Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by revising 
part 190 to read as follows: 


Sec. 

190.1 Purpose. 

190.3 Agreement to control advertising. 
190.5 Bonus project claims. 

190.7 Processing of claims. 


AvTHORITY: 23 U.S.C. 131(j) and 315; 49 
CFR 1.48(b). 


$190.1 Purpose. 


The purpose of this regulation is to 
prescribe project procedures for 
making the incentive payments au- 
thorized by 23 U.S.C. §131(j). 


§ 190.3 Agreement to control advertising. 


To qualify for the bonus payment, a 
State must have entered into an agree- 
ment with the Secretary to control 
outdoor advertising. It must fulfill, 
and must continue to fulfill its obliga- 
tions under such agreement consistent 
with 23 CFR 750.101. ‘ 


$190.5 Bonus project claims. 


(a) The State may claim payment by 
submitting a form PR-20 voucher, sup- 
ported by strip maps which identify 
advertising control limits and areas ex- 
cluded from the claim and form 
FHWA-1175, for the one-half percent 
bonus claim. 

(b) The bonus payment computation 
is based on projects or portions there- 
of for which (1) the section of high- 
way on which the project is located 
has been opened to traffic, and (2) 
final payment has been made. A bonus 
project may cover an individual proj- 
ect, a part thereof, or a combination of 
projects, on a section of an Interstate 
route. 

(c) The eligible system mileage to be 
shown for a bonus project is that on 
which advertising controls are in 
effect. The eligible system mileage re- 
ported in subsequent projects on the 
same Interstate route section should 
cover only the additional system mile- 
age not previously reported. Eligible 
project cost is the total participating 
cost (State and Federal share of ap- 
proved preliminary engineering (PE), 
right-of-way (R-O-W), and construc- 
tion) exclusive of any ineligible costs. 
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The amount of the bonus payment is 
to be based on the eligible total costs 
of the supporting projects included in 
each claim. 

(d) Progress vouchers for route sec- 
tions on which additional one-half per- 
cent bonus payments are to be claimed 
are to be so identified, and the final 
claim for each route section is to be 
identified as the final voucher. 


§ 190.7 Processing of claims. 


Audited and approved PR-20 vouch- 
ers with form FHWA-1175 shall be 
forwarded to the regional office for 
submission to the Finance Division, 
Washington Headquarters, for pay- 
ment. The associated strip maps shail 
be retained with the division office 
copies of the PR-20 vouchers. 


{FR Doc. 78-26508 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4210-01] 


Title 24—Housing and Urban 
Development 


CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT 
OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVEL- 
OPMENT 


SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD 
INSURANCE PROGRAM 


{Docket No. FI- 4501] 


PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR 
THE SALE OF INSURANCE 


Suspension of Community Eligibility 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


§ 1914.6 List of suspended communities. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule lists communi- 
ties where the sale of flood insurance, 
as authorized under the National 
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), will 
be suspended because of noncompli- 
ance with the flood plain management 
requirements of the program. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: The third date 


’ (“Susp.”) listed in the fourth column. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270,451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 204100. 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram (NFIP), administered by the 
Federal Insurance Administration, en- 
ables property owners to purchase 
flood insurance at rates made reason- 
able through a Federal subsidy. In 
return, communities agree to adopt 
and administer local flood plain man- 
agement measures aimed at protecting 
lives and new construction from future 
flooding. Section 1315 of the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4022) prohibits 
flood insurance coverage as authorized 
under the National Flood Insurance 
Program (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128) unless 
an appropriate public body shall have 
adopted adequate flood plain manage- 
ment measures with effective enforce- 
ment measures. The communities 
listed in this notice no longer meet 
that statutory requirement for compli- 
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ance with program regulations (24 
CFR Part 1909 et seq.). Accordingly, 
the communities are suspended on the 
effective date in the fifth column, so 
that as of that date subsidized flood 
insurance is no longer available in the 
community. 

In addition, the Federal Insurance 
Administration has identified the spe- 
cial flood hazard areas in these com- 
munities by publishing a Flood Hazard 
Boundary Map. The date of the flood 
map, if one has been published, is indi- 
cated in the sixth column of the table. 
Section 202(a) of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93- 
234), as amended, provides that no 
direct Federal financial assistance 
(except assistance pursuant to the Dis- 
aster Relief Act of 1974 not in connec- 
tion with a flood) may legally be pro- 
vided for construction or acquisition of 
buildings in the identified special 
flood hazard area of communities not 
participating in the NFIP, with re- 
spect to which a year has elapsed since 
publication of a flood insurance map. 
This prohibition against certain types 
of Federal assistance becomes effec- 
tive for the communities listed on the 
date shown in the last column. 

The Federal Insurance Administra- 
tor finds that delayed effective dates 
would be contrary to the public inter- 
est. The Administrator also finds that 
notice and public procedure under 5 
U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and 
unnecessary. 

In each entry, a complete chronolo- 
gy of effective dates appears for each 
listed community. 

Section 1914.6 is amended by adding 
in alphabetical sequence new entries 
to the table. 





County 


Effective dates of authorization/ 
canceliation of sale of flood 


Community No. 


Hazard area 


identified Date! 


insurance in community 





Alabama 





Coiorado Clear Creek 


San Miguel 





do 





Fairfield 





Hartford 


Kent 





Orange 





do 
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Satsuma, city of 
Georgetown, town of 
Unincorporated areas 
Telluride, town of 
Milford, city of 


Shelton, city of 


Windsor, town of 


Leipsic, town of 


Apopka, city of 


Winter Garden, city of 


Jan. 3, 1978, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


May 3, 1974 Sept. 29, 1978. 
Jan. 9, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


Apr. 9, 1974, emergency, Sept. q Do. 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


1978, suspended. 
May 12, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


1978, suspended. 

June 1, 1977, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

May 27, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Jan. 14, 1972, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Aug. 31, 1873, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

June 15, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Apr. 21, 1978, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

June 17, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


, 1976 
, 1977 


, 1974 
Oct. 5, 1973 


Apr. 15, 1977 


Aug. 9, 1974 
Jan. 9, 1976 


July. 19, 1974 
Mar. 5, 1976 


9 § F # 8 # 8 8 


July. 19, 1974 
Mar. 26, 1976 


1978, suspended. 
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County 


Location 


Effective dates of authorization/ 
cancellation of sale of flood 
insurance in community 


Community No. 


identified 


: 





THINOIS ......00ccceseeeveeeee secceveee DOCK AID ....scecercessoeees 


Lake 























Do 





DO wncessesereevereverssereesencere CHICKASAW ....erecesecesreersesees 


RN ssssntnnnsecssitasennins 





DD issesninsisictnetennntiniiniaviness 


TO ..ecvcccssscvcccscvecosococecceee 


TDD ..<cscsocesecsvecsesnsecewonsoeee 


DID cnsvnassooseseessensincvenventia 








RII vsscepstcvcctcnienaprions mi 


Do 








BOD cp avinnnaeinciacaianaet 











A eeececewcescrecoss 


TD wncccscevscsvecsvevevecenscoccece 








-- DeKalb, City Of .......cc.cccrserees ee 170182-A.....000000 Feb. 25, 1972, emergency, Sept. 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


Fox Lake, village of ............. 170362-C......... .. Mar. 9, 1973, emergency, 


Murphysboro, city of 


Riverdale, village of................ 170150-B 


Robbins, village Of ..........« 


Warrenville, city of............ 


Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. _. 
170302-B.......... Apr. 11, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
Jan. 19, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


sida TERI ccsenncentinns July 19, 1974, emergency, Sept. 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


soe 170218-B........... June 6, 1975, emergency, Sept. 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


Coralville, city Of............cc00 190169-B............ Aug. 23, 1974, emergency, Sept. 


ELKAader, City Of .....ccceccrererereeees 190073-B 


Nashua, city of......... 


Abilene, city Of ...........cccccccseee 200074-B 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Oct. 3, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Dec. 19, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 

. 1978, suspended. 

June 20, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


Colby, City Of.........cccceseeeeee 200350-A........... Aug. 28, 1974, emergency, Sept. 


. Junction City, city of .......... 


Larned, City Of ...........00«0+ siniias 


Sedgwick, city Of ..........csseses 


Attleboro, City Of .......ceccccesse 


Chicopee, city of. 


29, 1978, reguiar, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Apr. 15, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

200259-B........... Aug. 5, 1974, emergency, Sept. 

29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

200134-B............ Dec. 12, 19/4, emergency, Sept. 

. 15, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

260049-B............. Aug. 16, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Jan. 14, 1974, emergency, Sept. 


200112-B 


250137-A 





Sharon, town Of............ccccsss 


Davison, city of 


Goodrich, village of 


Hugo, city of 


LeSueur, City Of .........cccccsseee . 270248-B 


Mound, city of 


Prior Lake, city of 


Roseau, city of 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

250252-B........... Aug. 20, 1975, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, reguiar, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

July 30, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

. May 25, 1976, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

June 20, 1°74, emergency, Sept. 
29. 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Feb. 1, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Apr. 16, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. | 

Feb. 6, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Apr. 26, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

May 7, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

July 17, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

270519-A............ June 6, 1973, emergency, Sept. 

29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 

Aug. 30, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
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June 28, 1974 
June 21, 1974 
Dec. 3, 1976 


Apr. 12, 1975 
Apr. 16, 1976 


June 21, 1974 
June 4, 1976 


Apr. 12, 1974 
May 24, 1974 
Oct. 24, 1975 


June 14, 1974 
May 14, 1976 


Feb. 8, 1974 
Jan. 23, 1976 


May 24, 1974 
Apr. 16, 1976 


Jan. 9, 1974 
Dec. 12, 1975 


Feb. 15, 1974 


Feb. 1, 1974 


June 7, 1974 
Nov. 7, 1975 


Aug. 16, 1974 
Dec. 10, 1976 


Apr. 12, 1974 
Oct. 18, 1974 
Nov. 19, 1976 
May 17, 1974 


July 29, 1977 
May 17, 1974 


Dec. 20, 1974 


Nov. 2, 1973 
Apr. 2, 1976 


June 7, 1974 
May 7, 1976 


July 26, 1974 
Aug. 15, 1975 


Mar. 8, 1974 
June 7, 1974 
May 28, 1976 


Mar. 8, 197 
June 11, 1976 


Sept. 29, 1978 


June 7, 1974 
Feb. 27, 1976 


9 § # §$ 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 





Location Effective dates of authorization/ 
Community No. cancellation of sale of flood identified Date’ 
insurance in community 





. emergency, Aug. 27, Aug. 28, 
1971, regular, Sept. 29, 1978, 
suspended. 

Jan. 23, 1974, emergency, Sept. Mar, 15, 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Aug. 20, 
1978, suspended. 

Mar. 31, 1975, emergency, Sept. Jan. 23, 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Sept. 26, 
1978, suspended. 

Apr. 15, 1975, emergency, Sept. Sept. 15, 
15, 1978, regular, Sept. 15, 

1978, suspended. 

May 28, 1974, emergency, Sept. May 17, 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 9, 
1978, suspended. 
ec. 30, 1971, emergency. Sept. Apr. 13, 19 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Mar. 26, 
1978, suspended. 

Jan. 23, 1974, emergency, Sept. Aug. 2, 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
i978, suspended. 

July 18, 1975, emergency, Sept. fay 17,1 

1978, regular, Sept. 239, Apr. 23, 
suspended. 

$73, emergency, Sept. Dec. 28 

regular, Sepi. 29, Oct. 24, 


Brevard, city of. 
Reidsville, city of 0.0.00... 
Spencer, town of 370216-B.........<<2 


GS Sie ae be ern Bere Middleport, village of..... 3903 


Unincorporated a 


Oregon............. ; Douglas Glendaie, city of.. 
TONY csthcaeacssxussantieceoe |. pane seceesecrececeree SLANG City, city of 


BR ccttencs PO sv cnccinesctanccosssccossesveccee BHGEEE OWE! 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 





Location Effective dates of authorization/ Hazard area 
County Community No. cancellation of sale of flood identified 
insurance in community 








Apr. 16, 1973, emergency, Sept. July 26, 1974 
29, 1878, regular, Sept. 29, Aug. 6, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
Apr. 16, 1973, emergency, Sept. Dec. 6, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Mar. 7, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
wee JOWNsSonburg, borough of..... 420443-B Feb. 2, 1978, emergency, Sept. June 29, 1973 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, May 14, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
Lawrence Park, township of 420451-B... June 1, 1973, emergency, Sept. May 31, 1974 
2%, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
Mahoning, township vf......... 421041-B Feb. 1, 1974, emergency, Sept. July 26, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Oct. 8, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
New Kensington, city of ....... 420891-B June 14, 1973, emergency, Sept. Mar. 1, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, May 14, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
North Huntingdon, town- 420893-B........... Feb. 9, 1973, emergency, Sept. Sept. 14, 1973 
ship of. 29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Sept. 24, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
. Bucks Piumstead, township of 420199-B Feb. 25, 1973, emergency, Sept. Aug. 24, 1973 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 9, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
Berk5..........s00000---e0ereseeeee0ee Reading, City of 420145-B.... Oct. 29, 1971, emergency, Sept. Dec. 28, 1973 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 16, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
FI islavcciinsocodoensnecucecnioke Ridgway, township of 420445-A May 15, 1973, emergency, Sept. Sept. 12, 1975 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
, Aliegheny............-.......-.... Sharpsburg, borough of......... 420073-B........... Mar. 11, 1975, emergency, Sept. Sept. 29, 1978 
. 29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
; 1978, suspended.. : 
Warrington, township of ...... 420208-B Aug. 18, 1972, emergency, Sept. June 28, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Aug. 13, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
Warwick, township cf............. 420209-B Feb. 18, 1972, emergency, Sept. July 26, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 30, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
. Jan. 26, 1973, emergency, Sept. Nov. 30, 1973 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 23, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
TOD cccnssieabincenegnsiscncisdeoss “seal Mar. 16, 1973, emergency, Sept. May 10, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, June 25, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
South Carolina............0000. Betor Georgetown, city of............... 450087-B............ Mar. 12, 1971, emergency, Sept. June 7, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, May 28, 1975 
1978, suspended. 
Greenville ..,..........ccc000ce00 Simpsonville, town of 450092-B............ Jan. 23, 1974, emergency, Sept. May 17, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Apr. 30, 1876 
1978, suspended. 
McLennan........................ Bellmead, city of 480457-B Sept. 3, 1974, emergency, Sept. Mar. 15, 1974 
15, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Mar. 12, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
Beverly Hills, city of.............. 480925-A............ Sept. 28, 1978, emergency, Sept. Nov. 12, 1976 
15, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
Sachse, city of 0186-B........... July 25, 1975, emergency, Sept. Feb. 22, 1974 
1, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, July 2, 1976 
1978, suspended. is 
Bountiful, city of ; 490039-A............ July 19, 1973, emergency, Sept. Oct. 26, 1973 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
BUND sce ki vecsinatscnustisieatumbate Springville, city of 490163-B July 25, 1974, emergency, Sept. Feb. 1, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, May 21, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
VErTMONL .............0000000000- Washington Moretown, town 0f................. 500116-B............ July 29, 1975, emergency, Sept. May 21, 1974 
a 29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Sept. 24, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
. Rutland Rutiand, town of 500267-B June 23, 1975, emergency, Sept. Feb. 7, 1975 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, Sept. 24, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
» Bedford ...............00.:+0..... Unincorporated areas............ 510016-A Jan. 16, 1974, emergency, Sept. Apr. 25, 1975 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 
o> SCOLE .....ccsersevrerereerseeeeeeeee Clinchport, town of §10143-B Mar. 11, 1974, emergency, Sept. Mar. 8, 1974 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, June 25, 1976 
1978, suspended. 
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County 


Location 
Community No. 


Effective dates of authorization/ 
cancellation of sale of flood 


Hazard area 
identified 


insurance in community 














Columbia, town of 


Galax, city of 


§10059-B 


June 14, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


Dec. 28, 1973 
May 14, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


510066-B 


Feb. i, 1978, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


Aug. 2, 1974 
Mar. 19, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


510073-A 


Feb. 25, 1974, emergency, Sept. 


Dec. 20, 1974 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


510123-B 


July i9, 1974, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 


May 31, 1974 
June 4, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


510125-A........... Nov. 8, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, 


Aug. 2, 1974 


regular, Sept. 29, Apr. 9, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


Aug. 20, 1973, emergency, Sept. 
29, 1978, regular, 


Mar. 22, 1974 


Sept. 29, Aug. 6, 1976 


1978, suspended. 


Sept. 1, 1972, emergency, Sept. 


Jan. 3, 1875 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 


Apr. 8, 1977, emergency, Sept. 


May 20, 1977 


29, 1978, regular, Sept. 29, 
1978, suspended. 





‘Date certain Federal assistance no longer available in special flood hazard area. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admninistrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: September 8, 1978. 


[4210-01} 
(Docket No. FI 4519] 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR 
THE SALE OR INSURANCE 
Suspension of Community Eligibility 
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 

tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Final ruie. 


AUMMARY: This rule lists communi- 
ties where the sale of flood insurance, 
as authorized under the National 
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), will 
be suspended because of noncompli- 
ance with the flood plain management 
requirements of the program. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: The third date 
(“Susp.’’) listed in the fourth column. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 


{FR Doc. 78-26157 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800- 
424-8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram (NFIP), administered by the 
Federal Insurance Administration, en- 
ables property owners to purchase 
flood insurance at rates made reason- 
able through a Federal subsidy. In 
return, communities agree to adopt 
and administer local flood plain man- 
agement measures aimed at protecting 
lives and new construction from future 
flooding. Section 1315 of the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4022) prohibits 
flood insurance coverage as authorized 
under the National Flood Insurance 
Program (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128) unless 
an appropriate public body shall have 


GuoriA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


adopted adequate flood plain manage- 
ment measures with effective enforce- 
ment measures. The communities 
listed in this notice no longer meet 
that statutory requirement for compli- 
ance with program regulations (24 
CFR Part 1909 et seq.). Accordingly, 
the communities are suspended on the 
effective date in the fifth column, so 
that as of that date subsidized flood 
insurance is no longer available in the 
community. 

In addition, the Federal Insurance 
Administration has identified the spe- 
cial flood hazard areas in these com- 
munities by publishing a Flood Hazard 
Boundary Map. The date of the flood 
map, if one has been published, is indi- 
cated in the sixth column of the table. 
Section 202(a) of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93- 
234), as amended, provides that no 
direct Federal financial assistance 
(except assistance pursuant to the Dis- 
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aster Relief Act of 1974 not in connec- 
tion with a flood) may legally be pro- 
vided for construction or acquisition of 
buildings in the identified special 
flood hazard area of communities not 
participating in the NFIP, with re- 
spect to which a year has elasped since 
publication of a flood insurance map. 
This prohibition against certain types 


§ 1914.6 List of suspended communities. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


of Federal assistance becomes effec- 
tive for the communities listed on the 
date shown in the last column. 


The Federal Insurance Administra- 
ter finds that delayed effective dates 
would be contrary to the public inter- 
est. The Administrator aiso finds that 
notice and public procedure under 5 


U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable and 
unnecessary. 


In each entry, a complete chronolo- 
gy of effective dates appears for each 
listed community. 


: Section 1914.6 is amended by adding 
in alphabetical sequence new entries 
to the table. 





County 


Effective dates of authorization/ 
cancellation of sale of flood 


Location Community No. 


Hazard area 


identified Date ' 


insurance in community 





July 20, 1973, emergency, Aug. 
1, 1978, regular, Oct. 5, 1978, 


June 7, 1974 
June 18, 1976 


Oct. 5, 1978. 


suspended. 





‘Date certain Federal assistance no longer available in special flood hazard area. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: September 12, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-26156 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


Goria M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 





[4910-14] 


Title 33—Navigation and Navigable 
Waters 


CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


[CCGD3-78-6-R} 
PART 127—SECURITY ZONES 


Establishment of Security Zone in 
East River, New York, N.Y. 
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 
SUMMARY: This amendment to the 
Coast Guard’s security zone regula- 
tions establishes the waters of the 


East River as a security zone. This se- 
curity zone is established due to the 


presence of a fireworks barge and fire-. 


works display in the East River, New 
York, N.Y. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment 
is effective on September 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Comdr. P. C. Lauridsen, Captain of 
the Port, New York, Building 109, 
Governors Island, New York, N.Y. 
10004, 212-668-7917. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This amendment is issued without 
publication of a notice of proposed ru- 
lemaking and this amendment is effec- 
tive in less than 30 days from the date 
of publication, because good cause 


exists and this security zone involves 
the safety of the Port of New York. 
Public procedures on this amendment 
are impractical Gue to the lack of time 


* remaining before the incident. 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this rule are: Lieutenant 
Junior Grade Ristaino, Project Man- 
ager, Captain of the Port, New York, 
N.Y., and Comdr. George Watts, Proj- 
ect Attorney, Legal Office, Third 
Coast Guard District, New York, N.Y. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
part 127 of title 33 of the Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations is amended by adding 
§ 127.361 to read as follows: 


§ 127.361 East River, New York, N.Y. 

The water of the East River, N.Y., 
north of a line bearing 125.5° from'a 
point at latitude 40°42’ N., longitude 
74°00'39.5” W. (the southern corner of 
slip 7, Manhattan ferry terminal), to 
the northwest corner of pier 5, Brook- 
lyn, N.Y., and south of the Brooklyn 
Bridge is a security zone from 10:15 
p.m., September 20, 1978, to 10:45 p.m., 
September 20, 1978. 


(40 Stat. 220 as amended (50 U.S.C. 191), §1, 
63 Stat. 503 (14 U.S.C. 91), § 6(b)(1), 80 Stat. 
937 (49 U.S.C. 1655(b(1)); E.O. 10173, E.O. 
10277, E.O. 10352, E.O. 11249; 3 CFR 1949- 
1953 Comp. 356, 778, 873, 3 CFR 1964-1965 
Comp. 349 (33 CFR Part 6), (49 CFR 
1.46(b)).) 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


J. L. FLEISHELL, 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Captain of the Port, New York. 
{FR Doc. 78-26547 Filed 9-18-78; 3:54 pm] 


[4910-14] 


(CGD 11-78-01) 
PART 165—SAFETY ZONES 


lower Los Angeles River Channel 
North of the City of Long Beach, 
Calif. 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment to the 
Coast Guard safety zone reguiations 
establishes a safety zone consisting of 
the lower Los Angeles River Channel 
north of the city of Long Beach small 
boat launching ramp entrance at 
Golden Street. It is expected that the 
zone will remain in effect for approxi- 
mately 3 months. During this period 
the zone will be occupied by derrick 
barges, tugs; workboats, and equip- 
ment necessary for construction of 
flood control sills for the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. Numerous anchor 
wires will cross the river making the 
entire area extremely hazardous to 
vessel traffic. Accordingly, the zone 
will be closed to all vessel traffic not 
involved in the construction project. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment 
becomes effective on September 15, 
1978, and remains in effect until com- 
pletion of the construction project in 
the zone or until March 1, 1979, 
whichever is earlier. 
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FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Ens. J. T. Roosen, Vessel Manage- 
ment Officer, USCG Station, 165 
North Pico Avenue, Long Beach, 
Calif. 90802, 213-590-2321. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
1. Buoys or other suitable marking de- 
vices will mark the boundaries of the 
safety zone in the river channel. The 
river channel south and downstream 
of the Golden Street ramp is not part 
of the safety zone. 

2. As provided in the general safety 
zone regulations (33 CFR 165.20), no 
person or vessel may enter a safety 
zone unless authorized by the captain 
of the port or the district commander. 
Also as provided in these general regu- 
lations (33 CFR 165.25) any person di- 
rectly affected by the establishment of 
a safety zone may request the Coast, 
Guard, through the captain of the 
port, to reconsider its action. These 
general regulations and the other reg- 
ulations in 33 CFR 165 apply to the 
safety zone established for the lower 
Los Angeles River Channel. 

3. An opportunity to comment on 
this safety zone as a proposed rule has 
not been provided and good cause 
exists for making the zone effective 
immediately. A determination has 
been made that to do otherwise would 
be both impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest. The request to es- 
tablish the safety zone was not re- 
ceived by the Coast Guard until late 
August and, as a result, there was not 
sufficient time to allow an opportunity 
for public comment or to provide for a 
delayed effective date. Following these 
administrative procedures would have 
prevented timely establishment of the 
safety zone and, thus, would have 
thwarted the safety purpose of the 
zone. 

4. In order to provide local notice of 
the safety zone, a local notice to mari- 
ners will be published. Additional no- 
tices will be also published and distrib- 
uted at the Golden Street ramp area. 


INFORMATION 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The principal persons involved in 
drafting this rule are: Ens. J. T. 
Roosen, Vessel Management Officer, 
COTP LA-LB, Calif., and William R. 
Register, Office of the Chief Counsel, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Washington, D.C. 

In consideration of the above, part 
165 of title 33, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations, is amended by adding a new 
§ 165.1101 to read as follows: 


§ 165.1101 11th Coast Guard District. 


(a) The waters of the lower Los An- 
geles River Channel between the Ana- 
heim Bridge and the following line are 
a safety zone; A straight line that ex- 
tends from the western tip of the en- 
trance to the Golden Street landing on 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


a bearing of 270 degrees T to the west- 
ern shore of the lower Los Angeles 
River Channel. 

(b) This safety zone becomes effec- 
tive on September 15, 1978. It remains 
in effect until completion of the con- 
struction project in the zone or until 
March 1, 1979, whichever is earlier. 


(86 Stat. 427 (33 U.S.C. 1224); 49 CFR 
1.46(n)(4).) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


L. A. OnstTab, 
Lieutenant Commander, U.S. 
Coast Guard, Captain of the 
Port, Los Angeles-Long Beach. 


(FR Doc. 78-26546 Filed 9-18-78; 3:54 pm] 





[3410-13] 


Vitle 36—Parks, Forests and Public 
Property 


CHAPTER li—-FOREST SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURE 


PART 261—PROHIBITIONS 


Permits for the Pine River Area 
AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA. 
ACTION: Final ruie. 

SUMMARY: This final regulation re- 
quires that using or occupying certain 
Manistee National Forest lands abut- 
ting the Pine River in the Michigan 
for the purpose of placing any fioata- 
ble object or craft in or on the river 
will require users to obtain a permit. 
Permits will include conditions of use 
developed to promote the protection 
of the national forest lands located 
within the Pine River watershed, to 
enhance river area qualities, and to 
provide for the safety and health of 
all users of national forest land locat- 
ed within the area abutting the river. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 28, 
1978. 

FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Forest Supervisor, Wayne K. Mann, 
Huron-Manistee National Forests, 
421 South Mitchell Street, Cadillac, 
Mich. 49601, 616-775-2421. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 30, 1978, the Forest Service 
published an interim regulation (43 
FR 28476) with a proposed amend- 
ment to subpart C of 36 CFR 261.70. 
The proposed amendment adding new 
§ 261.78 Prohibitions in Region §9, 
Eastern Region, would prohibit acts or 
omissions within the areas of the Man- 
istee National Forest lands for the 
purposes of protecting the public 
property and public safety and health, 
and establishing reasonable rules of 
public conduct. Interested persons 
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were given 60 days in which to submit 
written comments regarding the inter- 
im regulation. 

No written comments were received. 
The interim regulation is hereby 
adopted with minor modification of 
wording for purposes of clarity, as set 
forth below. 

Title 36 CFR, chapter II, part 261, 
subpart C is amended by adding a new 
regulation, § 261.78 as follows: 


§ 261.78 Prohibitions applicable to region 
9, eastern region, as defined in § 260.2. 


(a) Using or occupying any area of 
the Manistee National Forest abutting 
the Pine River between a point com- 
mencing 1 mile downstream from Lin- 
coln Bridge to a point one-half mile 
upstream from Stronach Dam, for the 
purpose of entering, leaving, or going 
upon the river, in, on, or upon any 
floatable object of any kind or descrip- 
tion during specific dates set forth an- 
nually and posted in such locations 
and manner as to reasonably bring the 
closure and dates to the attention of 
the public, is prohibited unless other- 
wise authorized by permit. 


StTevE YurRICH, 
: Regional Forester. 
[FR Doc. 78-26497 Filed 9-20-73; 8:45 am] 





[6560-01] 
Tithe 40—Protection of Environment 


CHAPTER |—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 


SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 
[PP 5F1546/R170; FRL 971-1) 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EX- 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM- 
MODITIES 


©,0-Dimethy! S-[(4-exo-1,2,3-benze- 
triczin-3(4H)-yl)methyl] phosphor- 
edithioate 


AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Pro- 
grams, Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This establishes toler- 
ances for residues of the insecticide 
O,O-Dimethy] S-[(4-oxo-1,2,3-benzotri- 
azin-3(4H )yijmethyl]phosphorodithio- 
ate. The request was submitted by 
Mobay Chemical Corp. This regulation 
establishes maximum permissible lev- 
els for residues of the above insecticide 
on pasture grass and pasture grass hay 
and in the meat, fat, and meat byprod- 
ucts of horses. 
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EFFECTIVE a September 21, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. James Rea, Product Manager 
(PM) 12, Registrati Division (TS- 
767), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
EPA, 401 M Street SW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20460, 202-426-9425. 


INFORMATION 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: . 


On July 17, 1978, the EPA published a 
notice of proposed rulemaking in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR, 30582) in re- 
sponse to a pesticide petition (PP 
5F1546) submitted to the Agency by 
Mobay Chemical Corp., Chemagro Ag- 
ricultural Division, P.O. Box 4913, 
Hawthorn Road, Kansas City, Mo. 
64120. This petition proposed that 40 
CFR 180.154 be amended by establish- 
ing tolerances for residues of the in- 
secticide O,O-Dimethyl S-[(4-ox0-i,2,3- 
benzotriazin-3(4H)-yDmethyl] phos- 
phorodithioate in or on the raw agri- 
cultural commodities. pasture grass 
hay at 5 parts per million (ppm); pas- 
ture grass (green) at 2 ppm; and the 
meat, fat, and meat byproducts of 
horses at 0.1 ppm. No comments or re- 
quests for referral to an advisory com- 
mittee were received in response to 
this notice of proposed rulemaking. 

It has been concluded, therefore, 
that the proposed amendment to 40 
CFR 180.154 should be adopted with- 
out change, and it has been: det ber- 
mined that this regulation 
the public heaith. 

Any person adversely 
this reguiation may, on or before Oc- 
tober 23, 1978 file written objections 
with the hearing clerk, we room M- 
3708, 401 M Street SW., ashington 
D.C. 20460. Such obije ions pe a be 
submitted in quintuplicate and specify 
the provisions of the regulation 
deemed to be obiectionable and the 
grounds for the yr sage ns. If a hear- 
ing is requested, the cbjections must 
state the issues for the _hear ing. A 
hearing will be er anted i f the objec- 
tions are supported by ; the er ounds le- 
galiy sufficient to justify 
sought. 

Eifective on September 21 
part 180, subpart C, section 3 
amended by aiphabetically .inse ring 
tolerances for the subject insect wos 
on pasture grass hay at v5 ppm; pastu 
grass (green) at 2 ppn 4; and the me = 
fat, and meat byproducts of horses at 
0.1 ppm as set forth below. 

Dated: September 14, 1978. 

EpwWIn L. JOHNSON, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 
Statutory authority: Section 4098(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 346ale)). 

Part 180, subpart C, 

is revised in its entire 


affected by 


section 180.15 
ty in the heading 
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and text by editorially reformating 
the section into an alphabetized col- 
umnar listing and alphabetically in- 
serting tolerances of 5 ppm on past oid 
grass hay, 2 ppm on pasture gras 
(green), and 0.1 ppm in the meat, a 
fat, and meat byproducts of horses as 
folicws: 


§ 180.154 O0,0-Dimethyi S-[(4-oxo-!,2,3- 
benzetriazin-3(4H)-yi)methy!] phos- 
phorodithioate; tolerances for residues. 

Tolerances are established for resi- 
dues of the insecticide O-O-Dimethyl 

S-{(4-0x0-1,2,3-benzotriazin-3(4H)- 

ylmethyl] phosphorodithioate in or 

on the following raw agricultural com- 
modities: 
Parts per 


Alfalfa 
Alfalfa, sa 
Almonds.. 





Barley, grain 
Bariey, straw............ 
Beans (dry)........ 
Beans, snap.... 
Blackberries .. 


Boysenberries 
Broccoli.. seneesul 
russels sprouts.. 
Cabbage 
Cattle, fat . 
Caitie, mbyp 
Cattie, meat 
Caulifiower........... 





Cherries «oc... 
Citrus fruits.. 


Clover, hay 
Cottonseed 
Crabapples 
Cranberries 
Cucumbers 
Eeggplants 
Filberis 


Goats, fat 





























Grass, pasture (2reen)...........000+ CEES EAS 

Grass, pasture, hay 

Horses, fat ............. 

Horses, mbyv........... 

Horses, meat 

Log? anberries . povevsscvecosescuscooccocccoseooonte 

Mel ions (honey ew, muskmelons, canta- 
} , waiter rmeions, and other melons) 

ecteiians eee ; 

Oats, grain.. 

Oats, straw... 


SOOT NMSSOSSOONNNSUNNNNNSSONNNNE! 











ott straw.. poanbecspersasoneabnodausecncebbeesesbosveesonionses 
| EEE eee 


Sheep, MeAat.......ccersesverese 
SOyDEANS........ccccsssessers 


Strawberries.. 

Sugarcane. snteedtsldintatakntts 
Tomatoes (pre - end post- ).. eupweneans 
i occinavsatetsennnstbinicceiedinies SS eR 


wWOWOONW HM HONOOWOWNWOOSOOSNOD SHH HODOH HH 


SCHONNOSSOSNONNONSODONNNNONN 


VOL. 43, NO. 


Parts per 

million 
Wheat, grain 0.2 
Wheat, straw 2.0 


{FR Doc. 78-26457 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 amj 











[4310-10] 


Title 41—Public Contracts and 
Property Management 


CHAPTER 114—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 


PART 114-45—SALE ABANDON- 
MENT, OR DESTRUCTION OF PER- 
SONAL PROPERTY 


Subpart 114-45.1 General 


NEGOTIATED SALE OF SPECIAL 
PROTECTIVE CLOTHING AND EQUIPMENT 


AGENCY: Off 
terior. 


ACTION: Final regulation. 


SUMMARY: Certain employees of the 
Interior Department use special pro- 
tective clothing and equipment in per- 
forming their assigned duties. This 
clothing and equipment is designed or 
purchased for use by the specific em- 
ployees under 5 U.S.C. 7903. This rule 
allows the negotiated sales of the spe- 
cial clothing and equipment. This 
action will allow the Department to 
dispose of the surplus clothing and 
equipment that accumulates after em- 
ployees are separated or transferred to 
another function where the special 
items are no longer needed. 


DATE: Effective September 21, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James O. Wyatt, Chief, Division of 
Property Management, Office of Ad- 
ministrative . and Management 
Policy, Department of the Interior, 
Washineton, D.C. 20240, telephone 
202-343-3185. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Because this amendment relates only 
to internal departmental procedures, 
the proposed rulemaking procedures 
are inapplicable. The primary author 
of this documént is Geraid A. Demp- 
sey, Property Management Officer, 
Office of Administrative and Manage- 
ment Policy, telephone number 202- 
343-3185. 

Note.—The Department of the Interior 
has determined that this document does not 


contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an Inflation Impact Statement 


ice of the Secretary, In- 
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under Executive Order 11821 and OMB Cir- 
cular A-107. 


RICHARD R. HITE, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the 
Department of the Interior. 
SEPTEMBER 14, 1978. 


Pursuant to the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior contained in 
5 U.S.C. 301 and 40 U.S.C. 486(c), 41 
CFR Part 114-45 is amended by revis- 
ing subpart 144-45.1 as set forth 
below. 


§ 114-45.1 General. 


§ 114-45.105-3 Exemptions. 


(a) Negotiated sales of special pro- 
tective clothing and equipment such 
as prescription safety glasses, diver’s 
wet suits, and safety toe shoes and 
boots may be made under the follow- 
ing circumstances: 

(1) Clothing or equipment was de- 
signed or purchased for use by a spe- 
cific employee under 5 U.S.C. 7903. 

(2) Employee is separated or is trans- 
ferred to a function where the special 
items are no longer required. 

(3) Proceeds from sale are under 
$100. 

(4) Competition is obtained to the 
extent possible under the circum- 
stances. 

(b) Each sale conducted under § 114- 
45.105(a) will be reported to the GSA 
Regional Office having jurisdiction 
over the area where the sale was con- 
ducted. The report will be made on an 
annual basis and will include the date 
of sale, type of property involved, the 
original acquisition cost, the proceeds, 
and the purchaser’s name. 

(c) Sale value will be determined as 
follows: 

(1) The sale value of prescription 
ground safety glasses will be estab- 
lished by a depreciation factor of 40 
percent, of original acquisition cost, 
for each full year of use. The mini- 
mum sale value will be 20 percent of 
the original acquisition cost. 

(2) The sale value of other protec- 
tive clothing and equipment will be es- 
tablished by a depreciation factor of 
10 percent, of original acquisition cost, 
for each full calendar quarter of use. 
The minimum sale value will be 20 
percent of the original acquisition 
cost. 

(d) Any request seeking an exemp- 
tion from the provisions of FPMR 
Part 101-45 in accordance with FPMR 
101-45.105-3(a), shall be prepared for 
the signature of the Assistant Secre- 
tary—Policy, Budget, and Administra- 
_tion, and include full particulars 
which tend to justify the exemption. 

(FR Doc. 78-26520 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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PART 114-50—UNIFORM RELOCA- 
TION ASSISTANCE AND REAL 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES 


Mobile Homes 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, In- 
terior. 


ACTION: Final regulation. 


SUMMARY: These regulations amend 
certain departmental regulations per- 
taining to implementation and admin- 
istration of Pub. L. 91-646 (Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Prop- 
erty Acquisition Policies Act of 1970) 
activities. The proposed amendments 
add specific guidelines pertaining to 
moving and related expenses and for 
replacement housing payments to 
those relocated from mobile homes. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James O. Wyatt, Chief, Division of 
Property Management, Office of Ad- 
ministrative and Management Policy 
(PM/PAM), Room 5310, Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 
20240. Telephone number, 202-343- 
3185. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
These amendments were published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER under a notice 
of proposed rulemaking on February 
8, 1978. No comments were received 
except from bureaus and offices 
within the Department of the Interior. 
The changes proposed, with one ex- 
ception, related to editorial and not 
substantive matters. The exception 
being a request to revise the proposed 
regulations to limit a displaced person 
who was the occupant of a mobile 
home located on a leased site to the 
replacement housing payment for ten- 
ants and certain others authorized by 
section 204 of Pub. L. 91-646 (84 Stat. 
1897). This request was denied after 
thorough review. The primary author 
of this document is George Sandberg, 
Real Property Management Officer, 
Office of Administrative and Manage- 
ment Policy, telephone number 202- 
343-3185. 


Note.—The Department of the Interior 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11949 and OMB Cir- 
cular No. A-107. 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


RICHARD R. HITE, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the 
Depariment of the Interior. 


41 CFR 114-50 is amended as fol- - 


lows: 
Add subpart 114-50.13 as follows: 
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Subpart 114-50.13—Mobile Homes 


114-50.1300 Scope of coverage. 

114-50.1301 Moving and related expenses. 

114-50.1302 Payments in-lieu of moving 
and related expenses. 

114-50.1303 Replacement housing 
ments for mobile hone owners. 
114-50.1304 Eligibility of owner—occupant 
for rental differential payment. 

114-50.1305 Replacement housing 
ments to tenants and certain others. 

114-50.1306 Mobile home acquisition crite- 
ria. 


Subpart 114-50.13 Mobile Homes 


§ 114-50.1300 Scope of coverage. 


The regulations in this subpart 
apply to housing customarily con- 
structed offsite (in whole or part), and 
moved on site for use (see §114- 
50.201(x)). Regulations specifically ad- 
dressing displacements from mobile 
homes are necessitated by the wide va- 
riety of possible ownership-rental situ- 
ations. These guidelines provide a 
basis for uniform treatment of dis- 
placed persons. The National Park 
Service has developed an implement- 
ing set of guidelines for computation 
of relocation benefits for mobile home 
displacements that is recommended 
for use in benefit determinations. 


§ 114-50.1301 Moving and 
penses. 


Owners of mobile homes, or tenant- 
occupants of mobile homes who quali- 
fy as displaced persons, are eligible for 
actual reasonable expenses in moving 
their mobile home or its contents to a 
new location. The cost of moving a 
mobile home may include, inter alia, 
the cost of detaching and reattaching 
fixtures, appliances, and utilities. 


pay- 


pay- 


related ex- 


§ 114-50.1302 Payments in-lieuw of moving 
and related expenses. 


(a) A person displaced from a mobile 
home site, who is eligible to receive 
payments for moving and related ex- 
penses under § 114-501.301, may elect, 
in lieu of actual moving expenses, to 
receive a moving expense allowance 
determined in accordance with a 
schedule (see §114-50.700-1) not to 
exceed $300, plus a _ dislocation 
allowance of $200. 

(b) Where two or more individuals, 
not families, live together in a mobile 
home, each individual. displaced may 
receive a payment for actual reason- 
able moving expenses, or the in-lieu 
payment authorized in paragraph (a) 
of this section. 


§ 114-50.1303 Replacement housing pay- 
ment for mobile home owners. 


A displaced owner of a mobile home 
who has occupied the mobile home on 
the site from which he is displaced for 
not less than 180 days immediately 


_prior to initiation of negotiations, and 


who is otherwise eligible, may qualify 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





42752 


for a total replacement housing pay- 
ment not in excess of $15,000 consist- 
ing of: 

(a) The amount, if any, which when 
added to the acquisition cost of the 
mobile home, is necessary to purchase 
a compgrable replacement dwelling. 

his differential payment shali be 
computed in accordance with the fol- 
lowing criteria: 

(1) Where both the mobiie home and 
the site are acquired, the payment 
shall be the amount, if any, which, 
when added to the acquisition cost of 
the acquired property is necessary to 
purchase 2 comparable conventional 
dwelling or a comparable mobile home 
and site (either replacement unit 
being decent, safe, and sanitary), 
whichever is less. 

(2) Where only the mobile home site 
is acquired, the payment shall be the 
amount, if any, which, when added to 
the acquisition cost of the acquired 
property equals the amount the owner 
is required to pay for a comparable 
site. If the comparabie site is unim- 
proved, the amount shall include the 
estimated costs necessary to develop 
the site into a decent, safe, and sani- 
tary location. This may include, inter 
alia, access roads, pad preparation, 
utility and sanitation hockups, and 
foundation construction. 

(3) Where an acquired mobile home 
is located on a leased or rented site, 
the payment will be the amount, if 
any, which when added to the acquisi- 
tion cost of the acquired mobile home, 
equals the lesser of: 

(i) The amount the owner is re- 
quired to pay for a comparable re- 
placement dwelling; or 

(ii) The amount necessary to pur- 
chase a comparable mobile home, plus 
the difference in the amount neces- 
sary to rent & comparable mobile ho- 
mesite for a period of 4 years, and 48 
times the monthly rent paid on the 
site acquire. 

(4) The differential housing pay- 
ment in paragraph (1), (2), and (3) 
above shail be based upon the amount 
actually paid by an owner for pur- 
chase of a replacement property if this 
amount is less than the estimated cost 
of a comparable conventional dwelling, 
mobile home, or mobile home site. 

(b) The amount, if any which is nec- 
essary to compensate the owner for in- 
creased interest costs to be computed 
in accordance with § 114-50.802-2 of 
this regulation. 

(c) The amount, if any, which is nec- 
essary to reimburse the owner for rea- 
sonable costs incurred incidental to 
purchase of a replacement dwelling to 
be computed in accordance with § 114- 
50.802-3 of this regulation. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


§ 114-50.1304 Eligibility of owner-occu- 
pant for rental differential payment. 


An owner-eccupant who has occu- 
pied the mobile home on the site from 
which he is displaced for at least 90 
days immediately .prior to negotia- 
tions, and who is otherwise eligibie, is 
eligible for a replacement housing pay- 
ment as a tenant, provided that he 
rents or purchases a decent, safe, and 
sanitary replacement conventional 
dweiling or mobile home. Computation 
of the amount, if any, which the 

wner-occupant is entitled to shall be 
in accordance with the following crite- 
ria: 

(2) Where the owner-occupant elects 
to rent: 

(1) And both the mobile home and 
the mobile home site are acquired 
from the owner-occupant, the differ- 
ential payment shall be the difference, 
if any, between the amount necessary 
to rent a comparable mobile home and 
mobile home site for a period of 4 
years, and 48 times the monthly eco- 
nomic rent of the mobile home and 
the mobile home site acquired; - 

(2) And only the mobile home site is 
acquired from the owner-occupan 
the differential payment shall be the 
difference, if any, between the amount 
necessary to rent a comparable mobile 
home site for a period of 4 years, and 
48 times the monthly economic rent of 


. the site acquired; 


(3) And a mobile home is acquired 
on 2 site rented by the owner-occupant 
of the mobiie home, the differential 
payment shail be the difference, if 
any, between the amount necessary to 
rent a comparable mobile home and 
mobile home site for a period of 4 
years, and 48 times the monthly eco- 
nomic rent of the mobile home and 
the actual rent of the homesite ac- 
quired. This amount may be applied to 
the rental of a conventional dwelling. 

(b) Where the owner-occupant elects 
to purchase and occupy either a com- 

arable replacement mobile home site 
or a comparable conventional dwelling 
within 1 year from displacement the 
replacement housing payment shall 
consist of the amount necessary to 
make 2 downpayment, including inter- 
est and incidental expenses, not to 
exceed - $4,006, except that if such 
amount exceeds $2,600, such displaced 
person must match any amount in 
excess of $2,000 in making the down- 
payment. 


§ 114-50.1305 Replacement housing pay- 
ments to tenants and certain others. 

(a) A displaced tenant of a mobile 
heme who has occupied a mobile home 
for at least $0 days immediately prior 
to initiation of negotiations, and who 
is otherwise eligible, is eligible to re- 
ceive either: 

(1) A differential housing payment, 
not to exceed $4,000, to enable him to 


rent, for a period not to exceed 4 
years, a decent, safe, and sanitary re- 
placement dwelling, with the differen- 
tial payment being the amount, if any, 
between the sum necessary to rent a 
comparable mobile home and mobile 
home site for a period of 4 years, and 
48 times the actual monthly rent paid 
for the mobile home and the mobile 
home site acquired; or 

2) If, he purchases and occupies re- 
placement housing within 1 year from 
displacement, the amount necessary to 
enable him to make a down-payment, 
including interest and incidental ex- 
penses, on the purchase oi a decent, 
safe, and sanitary dwelling, but not to 
exceed $4,000, except that if such 
amount exceeds $2,000, such displaced 
person must equally match any such 
amount in excess of $2,000 in making 
the down-payment. 


§ 114-50.1306 Mobile home acquisition cri- 
teria. 


(a) Authority to acquire mobile 
homes as part of the real estate pursu- 
ant to section 302 of the Act may be 
exercised under the following condi- 
tions: 

(1) Whenever the mobile home has 
been annexed to the realty in a fash- 
ion to itself be considered real proper- 
ty; or 

(2) Whenever the mobile home 
cannot be meved without substantial 
injury to it or the realty upon which it 
is situated; or 

(3) Whenever the mobile home fails 
to meet decent, safe, and sanitary 
dwelling standards either due to dwell- 
ing condition or family size, or 

(4) Relocation of the mobile home is 
prohibited by zoning or other applica- 
ble governmental regulations, or pre- 
vented as area trailer parks will not 
accept the mobile home due to age, 
size, condition, etc. 

(b) Determination of whether a 
mobile home constitutes realty or per- 
sonality frequently must be objective- 
ly determined by reviewing the inten- 
tion of the party through external evi- 
dence. The following factors have 
been held to evidence that the mobile 
home has retained its characteristic as 
personal property: 

(1) Wheels and tires remain affixed 
to the carriage. 

(2) Lack of permanent connection of 
utilities. 

(3) Mobile home has been registered 
as a vehicle. 

(4) Lack of landscaping or other per- 
manent improvements (e.g. patios, 
foundations, etc.). 


Note.—Frequently mobile homes are 
placed on blocks or piers in lieu of a more 
substantial foundation. This may permit 
the retention of the under carriage. If 
hooked up to permanent utilities, the 
mobile home may still be considered realty. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





(c) Where the evidence does not 
clearly indicate whether a mobile 
home is real or personality, the ex- 
pressed intention of the owner should 
be given consideration in determining 
the status and disposition of the 
mobile home. 

(ad) Where a mobile home does not 
meet the criteria under paragraphs 
(a), (b), or (c) of this section and re- 
moval of the mobile home is required, 
&@ minimum notice of 90 days to 
remove said mobile home is required. 

{FR Doc. 78-26506 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-16] 


PART 114-50—UNIFORM RELOCA- 
TION ASSISTANCE AND REAL 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, In- 
terior. 


ACTION: Final regulation. 


SUMMARY: These regulations amend 
Department regulations implementing 
Pub. L. 91-646 (Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisi- 
tion Policies Act of 1970) activities. 
The amendments are intended as clari- 
fications of existing regulations and 
definitions pertaining thereto. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James O. Wyatt, Chief, Division of 
Property Management, 202-343- 
3185. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
These amendments to the Department 
of the Interior regulations were pub- 
lished under a notice of proposed rule- 
making on February 8, 1978. No com- 
ments were received from sources out- 
side of the Department of the Interi- 
or. Of those comments received, one 
recommended the addition of the word 
“condemnation” to the second line of 
§ 114-50.103. as condemnation is 4 
method of acquisition. This suggestion 
was adopted. Another comment recom- 
mended substantial revision of the 
proposed regulations governing dis- 
placement of persons from mobile 
homes § 114-50.1300. Consideration of 
the suggested modifications led the 
Department to reconsider the appro- 
priateness of the regulations as pro- 
posed. To avoid undue delay in imple- 
menting the regulations contained 
herein the decision was made to delete 
rom this publication all reference to 
the mobile home regulations. If sub- 
stantially modified, the proposed 
mobile home regulations will be pub- 
lished in final form, with provision for 
an appropriate comment period. The 
primary author of this document is 
George Sandberg, Real Property Man- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSD4 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


agement Officer, Office of Adminstra- 
tive and Management Policy, tele- 
phone 202-343-3185. 


Note.—The Department of the Interior 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an economic impact statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
No. A-107. 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


RICHARD R. Hire, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Department of the Interior. 


41 CFR 114-50 is 
lows: 


Subpart 114-50.1—General . 


Amend §114-50.103 to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 114-50.103 Applicability. 


The provisions of the Act and the 
regulations in this part 114-50 apply 
to the acquisition (whether by pur- 
chase, condemnation, donation, ex- 
change, or devise) of ali real property 
for, and the relocation of all persons 
displaced by, programs and projects 
undertaken by Federal agencies, or by 
State agencies which receive Federal 
financial assistance for all or a part of 
the costs thereof. The Act and these 
regulations apply regardless of wheth- 
er the real property is acquired by a 
Federal or State agency, or whether 
Federal funds actually contributed to 
the cost of the real property acquired 
for a Federal assisted project. 


Amend §114-50.107-2 to read as fol- 
lows: 


amended as fol- 


§ 114-50.107-2 Forms used in filing an ap- 
plication fer benefit: 

may utilize 
the Interior 
accompanying 
ard form 262, 
schedules, to 
document claim eimbursement of 
expenses incurr by property owners 
or tenants as the ‘result of Pub. L. $1- 
646 activities. 


Amend § 114-50.2 ad revisin 
50.201(h) to read as follows: 


+ . 
a-i an 


§114-50.2¢1 Definition of terms. 
= ® S s cd 


(h) Dweiling. The place of perma- 
— or customary and usual abod sae 

a person. It includes 2 single reed ily 
building; a one-family unit in a multi- 
family building; a unit in a condomin- 
ium, or cooperative housing project; 
any other residential unit, including a 
mobile home. 
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Subpart 114-50.4—Relocation 
Assistance Advisory Services 


Revise §114-50.403(b)a to read as 
follows: 


§ 114-50.403 Coordination of planned relo- 
cation activities. 


+ bd = - * 


(b) A directory of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development 
Field Offices is available upon request. 


APPENDIX I [DELETED] 


Delete in its entirety appendix 1 to 
subpart 114-50.4 entitled “Directery— 
Regional and Area Offices of the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment.” 


Subpart 114-50.7—Payments in Lieu 
of Meving and Related Expenses 


The table 
114-50.7 


of contents of subpart 
is revised as follows: 


Sec. 

114-50.700 Eligibility. 

114-50.700-1 Moving allowance schedules. 
ana Displaced cccupant. 

£-50.702 Displaced farm operations. 

114-5 0. 703 Di Sp. laced busi Cri dede 
114-50.703-1 Determination of loss of ex- 
i patronage to a business 

2 Bt isinesses not eligib 

lieu” — ents. 
nonprofit organiza- 


e to re- 


nts ithor so 
1, in lic j - payment actual 
may eceive a 
nee, determined 
schedule estab- 
or office, not to 


nse  allowa 


in accorda 


lished by the burea 
plus a 
00. Where ft 


With 2 
u 


1 for 


this 


114-50.702-1 [Deleted] 


§ 114-50.702 Displaced Farm Operation. 


A person displaced from his farm op- 
eration as defined in § 114-50.201(k), 
may elect to receive a fixed payment 
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_ of not less than $2,500 nor more than 
$10,000 in accordance with the same 
criteria established for a person dis- 
placed from a business (see §114- 
50.703). For a person to be entitled to 
this payment, a bureau or office must 
determine that: 

(a) The farm operator has discontin- 
ued his entire farm operation at the 
present location or has relocated the 
entire farm operation, or 

(b) In the case of a partial taking, 
the operator will be considered to have 
been displaced from a farm operation 
if: 

(1) The part taken met the defini- 
tion of a farm operation prior to the 
taking: or 

(2) The taking caused the operator 
to be displaced from the farm oper- 
ation on the remaining land; or 

(3) The taking caused such a sub- 
stantial change in the nature of the 
existing farm operation as to consti- 
tute a displacement. 


Nore.—If application of the above criteria 
obviously creates an inequity in any given 
case, the head of the bureau or office may 
approve the use of other criteria as deter- 
mined appropriate. 


Revise Subpart 114-50.12 in its en- 
tirety to read as follows: 


Subpart 114-50.12—Annual Report 
Sec. 
114-50.1200 General. 
114-50.1201 Report contents. 
114-50.1202 Submissioh. 


Subpert 114-50.12—Annual Report 


§ 114-50.1200 General. 


Each bureau and office having re- 
sponsibilities for Federal or federally 
assisted programs that come within 
the purview of Pub. L. 91-646 shall 
prepare and submit an annual report 
to the Assistant Secretary—Policy, 
Budget and Administration, on its ac- 
tivities related to programs established 
and authorized by the act. 


§ 114-50.1201 Report contents. 


The report shall consist of two parts. 

(a) Statistical portion. This part of 
the report shall utilize GSA Form 
2997, Annual Report on Relocation 
and Real Property Acquisition Activi- 
ties. 

(b) Racial and ethnic information. 
This information, required by title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Execu- 
tive Order 11512 and other applicabie 
Federal laws, shall‘ be reported using 
the format appearing as appendix I to 
this subpart (formerly part III of ap- 
pendix 1 to this subpart). 


§ 114-50.1202 Submission. 


The annual report shall be prepared 
on a fiscal year basis and submitted 
(original only) to reach the Assistant 
Secretary—Policy, Budget, and Admin- 
istration by not later than December 1 
of each year. 
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[4310-10] 


PART 114-50—UNIFORM RELOCA- 
TION ASSISTANCE AND REAL 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, In- 
terior. 


ACTION: Final regulation. 


SUMMARY: These regulations amend 
certain departmental regulations per- 
taining to implementation and admin- 
istration of Pub. L. 91-646 (Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Prop- 
erty Acquisition Policies Act of 1970) 
activities. The proposed amendment 
adds to and clarifies the procedures to 
be followed in preparation of reloca- 
tion plans. \ 


EFFECTIVE DATE: October 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James O. Wyatt, Chief, Division of 
Property Management, Office of Ad- 
ministrative and Management Policy 
(PM/PAM), Room 5310, Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 
20240, telephone 202-343-3185. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
These amendments were published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER under a notice 
of proposed rulemaking on March 1, 
1978. No comments were received 
except from bureaus and offices 
within the Department of the Interior. 
The changes proposed, with one ex- 
ception, related to editorial and not 
substantive matters. The substantive 
issue involved the suggestion that pro- 
vision be made allowing for increment- 
al development of the relocation plan 
allowing allocation of resources com- 
mensurate with the stage of project or 
program development. The suggestion 
was adopted and the regulation re- 
vised accordingly. The primary author 
of this document is George Sandberg, 
Real Property Officer, Office of Ad- 
ministrative and Management Policy, 
telephone 202-343-3185. 


Notre.—The Department of the Interior 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an economic impact statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
No. A-197. 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


RICHARD R. HITE, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Department of the Interior. 


41 CFR 114-50 is amended as fol- 
lows: 
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Subpart 114-50.4—Relocation < 
Assistance Advisory Services 


Amend § 114-50.402 to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 114-50.402 Relocation plan. 


In conjunction with a program or 
project proposal involving acquisition 
of real property, a determination must 
be made during the preauthorization 
planning phase whether the real prop- 
erty acquisition activities will result in 
the displacement of persons from 
their dwellings, businesses, or farm op- 
erations. Where land acquisition activ- 
ities will cause such displacement, a 
relocation plan shall be developed 
prior to commencement of acauisition 
activities in accordance with proce- 
dures outlined in § 114-50.500. The re- 
location plan may be developed in two 
stages to meet relocation program re- 
quirements. The first stage, the pre- 
liminary plan would constitute a 
preauthorization study sufficient in 
scope and depth to provide essential 
program or project planning informa- 
tion. The second stage to be completed 
prior to commencement of acquisition 
activities, would entail a fully devel- 
oped implementation plan. The imple- 
mentation plan would incorporate, 
update, and expand upon the prelimi- 
nary plan. The essential ingredients of 
each stage are as follows: 

(a) Preliminary plan—shall include 
the following information as a mini- 
mum: 

(1) An estimate of the number of in- 
dividuals, families, businesses, farm 
operations, and nonprofit organiza- 
tions which will be displaced. 

(2) The availability of decent, safe, 
and sanitary replacement housing 
(both sale and rental) within the fi- 
nancial means of the individuals and 
families being displaced. 

(3) The probable impact of all other 
relocation programs, whether federal- 
ly funded, or not, on the availability of 
replacement housing. 

(4) The estimated total cost, by cate- 
gory (moving expenses, replacement 
housing for homeowners, etc.), of pay- 
ments to displaced persons. 

(5) The estimated cost of administer- 
ing required relocation services to dis- 
placed persons. 

(6) Applicable State and local build- 
ing restrictions (including minimum 
lot sizes, zoning regulations, water 
purity standards, septic and well re- 
auirements, utility connection require- 
ments, etc.). 

(b) Implementation plan—in addi- 
tion to updating the above elements 
the plan shall include: 

(1) An inventory of the characteris- 
tics and needs of individuals, families, 
businesses, farm operations, and non- 
profit organizations to be displaced. 


(2) An inventory of the currently 
available comparable replacement 
dwellings in sufficient detail to permit 
matching of data against the needs of 
the displaced persons. 

(3) Consideration and development, 
as necessary, of a staged plan of acqui- 
sition of improved properties to facili- 
tate assimilation of the displaced per- 
sons, businesses, farm operations, and 
nonprofit organizations into the sur- 
rounding community. 

(4) Detailed information on the dis- 
placement and relocation activities of 
other Government agencies or private 
concerns. 

(5) Standards to be applied in carry- 
ing out relocation operations. 

(6) Detailed information on the 
measures and services to be provided 
displaced persons and businesses in 
the conduct of the relocation assist- 
ance program. 

(c) Each relocation plan shall be: 

(1) Coordinated with other Federal 
and State agencies and private con- 
cerns having relocation programs 
within the project area, to insure that 
the real estate market from which re- 
placement housing will be obtained is 
capable of supplying the demands of 
all users of housing. (See also §§ 114- 
50.403 and 114-50.404); and 

(2) Updated periodically to reflect 
current real estate conditions. When 
funds have been appropriated for com- 
mencement of real property acquisi- 
tion, the relocation plan will be con- 
tinuously updated and'serve as a basis 
for accomplishing required relocation 
activities. 

(3) Reviewed and approved either at 
the bureau headquarters office level, 
or by a bureau office assigned the re- 
sponsibility to review all bureau relo- _ 
cation plans, prior to commencement 
of acquisition activities (e.g., develop- 
ment of property descriptions, title ex- 
amination, appraisais, negotiation, 
etc.). 

(4) Submitted (copy oniy) when ap- 
proved, to the Assistant Secretary— 
Policy, Budget and Administration 
(AMP/PM). 

(d) A more elaborate relocation plan 
may be required in instances where ac- 
quisition of real property for a pro- 
gram or project will result in the dis- 
placement of a substantial number of 
persons in a metropolitan area, par- 
ticularly where low-or moderate- 
income persons are involved. In any 
such instances, bureaus and offices 
shall be guided by the relocation plan- 
ning instructions promulgated by the 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development in its Relocation Hand- 
book (1371.1 rev.). 


{FR Doc. 78-26509 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6730-01] 
Title 46—Shipping 


CHAPTER IV—FEDERAL MARITIME 
COMMISSION 


(General Order 7; Docket No. 72-64] 


PART 528—SELF-POLICING REQUIRE- 
MENTS FOR SECTION 15 AGREE- 
MENTS 


AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion. ~ 


ACTION: Reconsideration and modifi- 
cation of final rule. 


SUMMARY: On April 28, 1978, the 
Commission published a final rule on 
self-policing of Commission approved 
agreements. The Commission has re- 
ceived numerous petitions for recon- 
sideration and modification of that 
final rule. This document revises part 
528 in light of the petitions for recon- 
sideration. Several modifications in 
language and numbering have been 
made throughout the rules in the in- 
terest of clarity and simplification. 
The standards applicable to requests 
for exemption from the independent 
neutral body requirement have been 
relaxed. Reporting requirements have 
been simplified. The term ‘‘associate”’ 
has been more clearly defined and its 
use restricted. A provision has been 
added which prohibits rate-fixing 
agreements. 


DATE: The rule is effective January 1, 
1979. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Francis C. Hurney, Secretary, Feder- 
al Maritime Commission, Room 
11101, 1100 L Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20573, 202-523-5740. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
-The Commissicn has before it 19 peti- 
tions for reconsideration of its April 
26, 1978, report and order (April order) 
amending part 528 of its rules. Gener- 
al order 7, 46 CFR, part 528, 43 FR 
18175. A reply to petitions was filed 


INFORMATION 


.} Petitions were filed by Sea-Land Service, 
Inc., and the ocean carriers comprising the 
membership of the following sec. 15 organi- 
zations: 

Gulf-Mediterranean Ports Conference; 
Far East Conference; Pacific Westbound 
Conference; Atlantic and Gulf-Indonesia 
Conference and Atlantic and Guwuli-Singa- 
pore, Malaya, and Thailand Conference 
(jointly); seven conferences serving areas of 
India, Pakistan, Ceylon, Burma, East Africa, 
South Africa, Bangladesh, the Red Sea and 
the Gulf of Aden (jointly); Marseilles North 
Atlantic U.S.A. Freight Conference, Med- 
Gulf Conference, and West Coast of Italy/ 
North Atlantic Conference (jointly); North 
Atlantic Mediterranean Freight Conference 
and Greece/U.S. Atlantic Rate Agreement 
(jointly): Mediterranean-North Pacific 


lantic 
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by the Commission’s Bureau of Hear- 
ing Counsel (Hearing Counsel). . 

Part 528 of the rules prescribes 
standards for self-policing by ocean 
carriers participating in rate-fixing 
agreements approved under section 15 
of the Shipping Act, 1916.2 The April 
rules were adopted after analysis of 
comments received in response to reg- 
ulations proposed on October 17, 1973 
(proposed rules). 

The. instant petitions urge the re- 


-traction of all or part of provisions 


modified by the April order and raise 
the following general objections to the 
order: (i) The Commission lacks au- 


Coast Freight Conference and New Zealand 
Rate Agreement (jointiy); U.S. Atiantic and 
Gulf/Australia-New Zealand Conference 
and Australia/Eaestern U.S.A. Shipping Con- 
ference (jointiy);- Spanish Eastbound 
Freight Agreement; Iberian/U.S. North At- 
Westbound Freight Conference; 
South Atlaniic/Spanish, Portuguese, Mo- 
roccan, and Mediterranean Rate Agreement; 
Rate Agreement No. 8900; Pacific Coast Eu- 
ropean Conference; Japan/Korea-Atiantic 
and Gulf Freight Conference and Trans-Pa- 
cific Freight Conference of Japan/Korea 
(jointly); Agreement Nos. 7196, 192, 8190,.90, 
191, 8100, and 9474 (jointiy); Agreement 
Nos. 10107, 10108, 7190, 192, 9196, 90, 191, 
5700, 5600, 8100, $474, and 14 (jointly); and 
15 North Atlantic Conferences (jointiy). 
United States Lines, Inc., disassociated itself 
from several of the petitions. The view- 
poinis of various conference members occa- 
sionally diverged on specific issues raised in 
their joint petitions. 

Petitions for exemptions from the require- 
ment of establishing an independent self-po- 
licing body were received from the ocean 
carriers comprising the South Sea Isiands 
Rate Agreement, Pacific Coast Rate Agree- 
ment, Pacific Coast Australasian Tariff 
Bureau, and Australia Pacific Coast Rate 
Agreement. These carriers contend that 
their activities meet the standards for ex- 
emption found in § 528.4(®3) of the rules 
published on April 26, 1978 (Apri? rules), but 
alternatively request that if exemption is 
denied under the April ruies, that 
§ 528.4(b3) be modified to whatever extent 
the Commission deems necessary to grant 
them an exemption. These petitions add 
nothing of subsiance to the instant proceed- 
ing and are being processed solely as exemp- 

ion petitions. 

Several petitioners, as well as a number of 
other carriers not seeking reconsideration, 
requested a stay of the July 1, 1978, effec- 
tive date of revi i §28. On June 26, 
1978, the Commission postponed the effec- 
tive date until Sept. 15, 1978, 43 FR 28496 
(1978). 

246 U.S.C. 814 states, in pertinent part, 
that: “The Commission shall disapprove [a 
sec. 15 agreement], after notice and he 
on a finding or inadequate policing o 
obligations under it, or failure or refusal to 
adopt and maintain reasonable procedures 
for promptly and fairly hearing and consid- 
ering shippers’ requests and complaints.” 
'338 FR 28841. The proposed rules were 
themselves a modification of earlier seif-po- 
licing proposals contained in a broader sec. 
15 rulemaking. Docket No. 73-5, 38 FR 4982 
Unless otherwise indicated, references to 
particular section numbers are to the num- 
bers designated in the April rules. 
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thority to require an independent self- 
policing authority or to direct any spe- 
cific type of self-policing activity; (2) 
some of the reguiations are vague and 
unlikely to produce uniform or reli- 
able results; (3) inadequate notice was 
given of certain features contained in 
the final regulations, especially the re- 
porting requirements; (4) self-policing 
should also be required for carriers. 
which do not belong to rate-fixing 
agreements; and (5) the rules may not 
be implemented until General Ac- 
counting Office review has been com- 
pleted pursuant to the Federal Re- 
poris Act, 44 U.S.C. 3512(c). 

The Commission stayed the effective 
date of part 528 through September 
15, 1978, and will not implement the 
inally revised version adoped today 
until January 1, 1979, or 30 days fol- 
lowing the completion of General Ac- 
counting Office review, whichever is 
later. Nothing more is required to 
comply with the Federal Reports Act. 

Petitioners’ jurisdictional argument 
(1) and their claim that independent 
carriers should also be subject to part 
528(4) were fully considered in the 
April report. In 1961 Comgress con- 
cluded that carrier conferences must 
be adequately self-policed in order to 
continue receiving an exemption from 
the antitrust laws. (Pub. L. 87-346, 75 
Stat. 764.) Independent carriers are 
not subject to section 15’s express self- 
policing requirement. The conferences 
therefore cannot claim that the Com- 
mission's failure to place identical seif- 
policing requirements on carriers not 
fixing rates in violation of the Sher- 
man Act is an arbitrary administrative 
action. 

Petitioners’ 


jurisdictional objection 
to the imposition of minimum self-po- 
licing requirernents—inconsistent as It 
is with their request for the replace- 


ment of general phrases like 
quate staffing” with detailed specifica- 
tions—-fails to e that part 528 
does not permit the disapproval of an 
agreement without the notice and 
hearing required by law. Over 10 years 
experience in reviewing bare bones 
self-policing reports has made it evi- 
dent to the Commission thai existing 
self-policing stems rely primarily 
upon member initiated complaints, 
and have f 


“ade- 


» recog: 


failed to confront or control 
major incidents of rebating in both 
‘he Atlantic and Pacific trades.* Under 
such circumstances no  evidentiar 
hearings or detailed factual findings 
are necessary to support our determi- 


ars 


ny 


‘Some 30 settlement agreements have 
been reached in FMC rebating investiga- 
tior ince Jan. 1, 1977. The civil penalties 
incurred under these agreements exceed 
5,006,000. An equal number of FMC en- 
forcement claims se ng another $5,000,000 
for alleged rebating violations is currently 
outstanding. Still other rebating cases are 
currently being processed by the Commis- 
sion’s staff. 
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nation that independent self-policing 
bodies with broad investigatory powers 
and more detailed reporting responsi- 
bilities are necessary features of ade- 
quate self-policing—as a general rule. 
To the extent a particular factual! set- 
ting may warrant a different result, 
the Commission hes provided 2 proce- 
dure for exempting smaller confer- 
ences operating in relatively “clean” 
trades from the requirement of retain- 
ing an independent self-policing body. 

Petitioners’ remaining objections (2 
and 3) should be met by the modifica- 
tions in the April rules being adopted 
today. The Commission’s 1973 notice 
of proposed rulemaking informed all 
parties of the general scope of this 
proceeding. Although that notice em- 
phasized the independent body issue 
and the document availability issue,* it 
also discussed the need for more thor- 
ough investigations and specific self- 
policing reports than had previously 
been required. The Commission clear- 
ly proposed that the nature and basis 
of each investigation conducted, the 
findings of each investigation, the 
identity (coded) of the member inves- 
tigated, the exact violation found, and 
the exact sanction imposed be set 
forth in every semiannual report.* The 
April rules merely added detail to 
these requirements. The majority of 
petitioners’ complaints concerning 
lack of notice also allege that certain 
of the reporting details added by the 
April order were ambiguous or unreal- 
istic. Upon reconsideration, the Com- 
mission has clarified and simplified 
the reporting reauirements in accord- 
ance with petitioners’ comments 
whenever feasible. A section by section 
discussion of these comments and 
modifications follows. 

Section 528.1 Scope and purpose. 
The last two sentences of § 528.1 were 
not found in the 1973 proposal. Sever- 
al petitioners requested deletien of 
both sentences because they purport- 
edly reflect an intention to disapprove 
section 15 agreements without the 
prior notice and hearing required by 
law and impose illogical and improper 
standards for judging agreements. The 
first concern is unfounded, but in the 
course of revising and shortening 
§ 528.1, we have eliminated the penul- 
timate sentence. The last sentence has 
also beeen relocated and modified to 
more accurately reflect the Commis- 
The existence of a vi- 
gorous self-policing system which un- 
covers an appreciable number of viola- 
tions during a reporting period does 


ants tntantinn 
Si0n S invention 


5‘The manner in which the conferences 
would make their seif-policing records avail- 
able to the Commission. 

"See §§528.2(b) and 528.4(a) of the pro- 
posed rules. The Apr. 25, 1974, reply com- 
ments of the North Atlantic Conferences il- 
lustrates petitioners’ awareness that greater 
specificity in semiannual reporting was 
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not create an evidentiary presumption 


that an agreement is or is not “ade- 


quately policed” within the meaning 
of section 15. Such circumstances are, 
however, reliable evidence of the 
nature and extent of malpractices in a 
trade and of the adequacy of a given 
self-policing system in curbing mal- 
practices. 

Section 528.2 General requirements. 
Several commentators objected to the 
definition of the term “associates” 
found in §528.2, and to its use in 
§§528.3 (a), (b), and (d) = and 
528.6(10)(ii), where it could be con- 
strued as imposing self-policing sanc- 
tions upon persons not subject to a 
raie-fixing agreement. Revisions have 
been made in former §§ 528.3 and 528.6 
to clarify the Commission’s intention 
that only agreement members are sub- 
ject to self-policing sanctions. 

The fact remains that members may 
violate an agreement through a 
number of devices, including the use 
of intermediaries, and it is important 
that self-policing authorities be em- 
powered to examine the activities and 
records of those intermediaries most 
likely to be employed. Accordingly, 
the definition of “associates” has been 
revised to eliminate the allegedly un- 
natural phrase “corporate relation,” 
and include all agents, employees, or 
other persons subject to the control of 
@ member, persons controlling a 
member, and persens controlled by 
persons who control a member.’ Mem- 
bers must arrange for self-policing au- 
thorities to have access to and the co- 
operation of such “associates.” Protec- 
tion against the possibility that self- 
policing investigations might result in 
unrestricted invasions of the non- 
Shipping Act activities of corporate 
parents and subsidiaries has been pro- 
vided by the inclusion of a limited 
challenge for relevancy procedure in 
final § 528.2(c). 

Sections 528.3(c) and 528.4(c) Duty 
to investigafe complaints. Exception 
wes taken to language in §§ 528.3(c) 
and 528.4(c) stating that the self-polic- 
ing authority must investigate all com- 
piaints received from any source. It 
was contended that these provisions 
could be read as requiring all com- 
plaints to be investigated in the same 
manner, no matter how “frivolous, un- 
reliable, stale or malicious” they 
might be. This was not the Commis- 
sion’s intention. Self-policing authori- 
ties are expecied to be both thorough 
and energetic, but need not adhere to 
unrealistic and nondiscretionary 
standards. Former §§528.3 and 528.4 
have been modified to clarify this situ- 
ation and accomodate some of peti- 
tioners’ complaints. 


7The Commission considers it unnecessary 
to define the term “control” in pt. 528, but 
intends that the term shall include all inci- 
dents of “working” or “de facto” control, 
whether achieved through ownership, 
common management, or both. 


The final regulations shall require 
self-policing bodies to promulgate rea- 
sonable procedures for the submission 
of complaints and to investigate all 
complaints. Self-initiated onsite inves- 
tigations must also be conducted regu- 
larly (e.g., annually) into the activities 
of each member line. It is unnecessary, 
however, for all investigations to be 
identical in scope. Self-policing bodies 
are expected to possess reasonable dis- 
cretion in conducting their investiga- 
tions. It is sufficient that each allega- 
tion be examined in a manner and to 
an extent which is reasonable under 
the circumstances. 

Self-pclicing bodies may establish 
procedures for investigating written 
complaints, provided that oral and 
other informal “communications (in- 
cluding anonymous messages) contin- 
ue to be received and investigated. A 
self-policing body shall not require a 
complaint to be in writing or the iden- 
tity of the complainant to be revealed 
before commencing an investigation. 
Petitioners failed to demonstrate a 
reasonable basis for limiting the class 
of persons who may lodge complaints 
and the final rules allow no such re- 
strictions. 

Section 528.4(63) Exemption peti- 
tions. The April ruies provided for ex- 
emptions from the independent self- 
policing body requirement of § 528.4(b) 
when it is demonstrated that an agree- 
ment has few members, applies to a 
narrow: range of ports, handles only a 
small percentage of cargo in the trade, 
and the trade has been relatively free 
of malpractices. It is now alleged that 
these factors are rigid and unrealis- 
tic—especially the “‘percentage of the 
trade” standard—and will preclude 
many, if not all, small conferences 
from aualifying. 

Modifications have been made in the 
final rules to provide a more flexible 
approach to the granting of waivers. 
Determination will be made on a case- 
by-case basis where it appears that 
maintaining an independent self-polic- 
ing body would unfairly burden a con- 
ference because of the size and condi- 
tion of the trade and the probable ef- 
fectiveness of the aiternative seif-po- 
licing arrangements proposed. 

Section 528.3(e) Identity of com- 
plainant. Two petitioning conferences 
requested that the provisions allowing 
self-policing bodies to withhold the 
name of a complainant be amended to 
require the deletion of this informa- 
tion from any materials furnished an 
accused member. The only support of- 
fered for this request was the unclear 
assertion that the existing language is 
“inconsistent with the Commission’s 
effort to give the industry effective 
self-policing’” emphasis supplied]. 
The Commission believes it pre*crable 
to permit divergent practices in this 
area. Self-policing bodies may reveal 
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or withhold the names of complain- 
ants as may best enable them to effec- 
tively investigate and curb malprac- 
tices. They should not, of course, 
reveal identities im circumstances 
which encourage retaliation by or 
against members, or withhold identi- 
ties when it would unfairly prejudice 
the member’s ability to rebut any ma- 
terial allegations made against it (e.g., 
if a case depended upon the statement 
of an unknown accuser). 

Sections 528.4(b) and 528.6(a) Ap- 
plication of part 528 to “misrating 
programs.” Some conferences main- 
tain special programs for inspecting 
cargo carryings and shipping docu- 
ments, ascertaining cargo misdescrip- 
tions or mismeasurements, and requir- 
ing that member lines correct, any mis- 
ratings so discovered. These misratings 
are typicaily unintentional tariff devi- 
ations. resulting from clerical errors or 
reliance upon cargo measurements and 
descriptions provided by a shipper. It 
appears that most misrating programs 
are not presently conducted by self-po- 
licing authority personnel, in part be- 
cause the conferences do not consider 
misratings to be “malpractices.” ° The 
April report firmly rejected the notion 
that “malpractices’” could be limited 
to intentional breaches, but did state 
that conferences could establish sepa- 
rate investigative bodies for detecting 
misratings provided that such bodies 


also complied with part 528 of the’ 


rules. Several petitioners commented 
upon an alleged lack of clarity con- 
cerning the status of ‘“‘misrating pro- 
grams” under the April rules, but pro- 
posed no amendments to correct the 
purported problem. 

The reporting requirements of 
§ 528.6 have been modified to differen- 
tiate between unintentional misratings 
discovered by the self-policing authori- 
ty and those discovered by other orga- 
nizations. This modification does not 
alter the requirement that misratings 
be treated as a breach of. the rate- 
fixing agreement, but should further 
indicate that a nonindependent “mis- 
rating program” may coexist with a 
self-policing authority. A conference is 
welcome to take additional steps to 
curtail misratings. The critical factor 
is whether the conference has clearly 
authorized its self-policing authority 
to investigate any and all misratings, 
the self-policing body actually exer- 
cises this authority when circum- 
stances reasonably require it, and ap- 
propriate damages are assessed for 
‘both unintentional overcharges and 
undercharges. When a “misrating pro- 
gram” is not independent of the con- 
ference and its membership, the self- 


Petitioners recognize that not all misrat- 
‘ings are innocent or unintentional, and at 
least some of them provide for repeated or 
otherwise suspicious incidents to be referred 
to the self-policing body for investigation. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


policing authority must be assured of 
regular and complete access to all of 
the “misrating program’s” findings, re- 
ports, and records. 

Section §28.6 Disciosure of carrier 
identity. One of petitioners’ major in- 
terests throughout this proceeding has 
been to avoid exposing conference 
members to civil or criminal penalties 
under the Shipping Act by virtue of 
their compliance with section 15’s self- 
policing requirement. Consequently, 
objections were raised to some of 
§528.6’s reporting requirements be- 
cause of the possibility that literal 
compliance would permit the Commis- 
sion to ascertain the identity of the ac- 
cused member. The semiannual 
report is not intended to routinely 
reveal which members might have vio- 
lated the Shipping Act during the re- 
porting period. Although the Commis- 
sion intends to make appropriate use 
of semiannual reports in its enforce- 


ment activities, the reports will nei-' 


ther be examined for the purpose of 
ascertaining carrier identity nor be 
treated as evidence that a violation 
has occurred. Modifications have 
therefore been made in the final rule 
which should lessen its alleged suscep- 
tibility to “identity disclosure.” 

This does not mean, however, that 
carrier identities are not of legitimate 
interest tou the Commission in a vari- 
ety of contexts and may not be ob- 
tained under the Shipping Act. Ac- 
cordingly, a new provision has been 
added to final § 528.1 stating that rate- 
fixing bodies shall not forbid compli- 
ance with a Commission request for 
self-policing authority records. This 
requirement merely restates existing 
Commission policy in this area.'° 

One of the primary justifications for 
the conference system is its potential 
for curbing malpractices. Section 15 
plainly requires self-policing. Congress 
also intended the Shipping Act to be 
enforced. It is neither improper nor 
unfair for the Commission to employ 
self-policing data in aid of its wider re- 


sponsibility to fairly and effectively - 


enforce the Shipping Act." A confer- 
ence imposed penalty for breach of a 
rate-fixing agreement is conceptually 
and legally distinct from a penalty for 
Shipping Act violations. Both are a 
means toward the common end of 
eliminating malpractices. 


*Disclosure of the “location” of investiga- 
tions and listing all past violations within a 
5-year period were particularly mentioned 
in this regard. . 

See Agreement No. 5600-36 and Agrec- 
ment No. 5660-23, orders denying reconsid- 
eration, decided simultaneously herewith. 

"The complaint ‘of “unfairness” in dis- 
closing member identities appears to consist 
solely of the possibility that members may 
eventually be required to pay Shipping Act 
penalties. Examination of self-policing rec- 
ords is not substantially different from the 
examination of bills of lading or other com- 
monly maintained carrier records. 
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However, because the Commission’s 
enforcement activities are not revenue 
generating measures, and because the 
Commission wishes to promote effec- 
tive self-policing to the greatest extent 
practicable, it shail henceforth be our 
policy to afford significant weight to 
any seli-policing damages paid by a 
carrier when the same conduct of that 
carrier hecomes the object of an FMC 
civil penalty claim. As a minimum, 
credit shall be given for damages paid 
under 2 self-policing system. In the 
ease of isolated, less serious Shipping 
Act viclations, no civil penalty claim 
shall be pursued when the carrier has 
cooperated fully with the commission 
and reasonable self-policing penalties 
have been paid. To help effectuate 
this policy, final §528.1(c) shall also 
forbid rate-fixing bodies from prohib- 
iting their member lines from disclos- 
ing self-policing sanctions imposed 
against them (or any other aspect of 
their own déalings with the self-polic- 
ing system) should they desire to do 
so. Such disclosures may be made on 
the member’s own motion or in re- 
sponse to a Commission order. 

Section 528.6(6) Certification of re- 
ports. Petitioners object to § 528.6(b)’s 
requirement that self-policing reports 
be certified for accuracy and complete- 
ness by the reporting officer, the head 
of the policing authority, and any im- 
partial arbitrators employed during 
the reporting period. It was contended 
that the various persons involved 
would not have personal knowledge of 
the report’s entire contents and 
should therefore limit their certifica- 
tion to those matters over which they 
do have such knowledge. 

The Commission has modified the 
rule to eliminate the need for three 
certifications. Final §528.5(d) now re- 
quires the conference “reporting offi- 
cer’ to certify that the decument 
transmitted is the report of the self- 
policing authority designated by the 
conference in full conformity with 
part 528 of the Commission’s rules. 
The head of the self-policing authori- 
ty must certify the accuracy and com- 
pleteness of the report (including arbi- 
tration decisions). Both certifications 
shall be made under penalty of perju- 
ry and may be sworn to before a 
notary or may be an unsworn declara- 
tion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1746. It is 
incumbent upon the reporting officer 
to oversee the activities of the self-po- 
licing authority and to have personal 
knowledge of its staffing, budget, in- 
vestigative policies and general oper- 
ations. No certification shall be re- 
quired from the impartial arbitrator. 
All matters brought before it and all 
decisions that it renders shall be re- 
ported by the self-policing authority. 

Section 528.6(a) Reporting require- 
ments generally. Perhaps the most 
commonly protested provision of the 
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April rules was § 528.6. Petitioners 
claimed that certain terms appearing 
in the reporting requirements for the 
first time (e.g., “cargo inspections,” 
“office record examinations,” “intelli- 
gence gathering activities’) were am- 
biguous and that literal compliance 

with § 528.6 would be truly burden- 
some and generate little information 
of practical value to the Commission. 
The need to report ail of a member’s 
past breaches for a 5-year period was 
also viewed as onerous, both because 
of the length of the period and the 
rule’s failure to indicate whether the 
requirement arose immediately or was 
to be applied prospectively. 

The Commission has -modified 
§ 528. § to eliminate the allegedly vague 

erms, reduce the “past violations 
period” to 3 years and apply 
§ 528.6(a)(10)(ii) prospectively. 

Other modifications. The Commis- 
sion has generally edited and renum- 
bered the April rules without intend- 
ing to alter their substance. One such 
editorial change was the recognition 
that the term “impartial adjudicator” 
and “impartial arbitrator” are consid- 
ered interchangeabie. There have also 
been certain substantive changes in 
the final rules. 

The inclusion of a specific prohibi- 
tion against agreement provisions 
which attempt to block the disclosure 
of self-policing documents or activities 
to the Commission has already been 
discussed. Another substantive amend- 
ment has been to require self-policing 
authorities to maintain detailed rec- 
ords of their activities for a 5-year 
period (final § 528.3(f)). These records 
must include the names of the accused 
members (and any associates) involved 
in any alleged, potential, or actual 
breach. Both the self-policing authori- 
ty records and the semiannual self-po- 
licing report must assign case or pro- 
cessing numbers to all investigations, 
wheiher instituted by complaint or on 
the self-policing authority’s own initia- 
tive.'* All investigations need not be of 
the same duration or extent, and it is 
assumed that self-initiated “investiga- 
tions” into unintentional misratings 
would consist of little more than the 
routine notification of the member of 
its apparent liability for the penalty 
prescribed for such breaches. 

A further amendment with substan- 
tive effect requires a description of the 
self-policing authority and the impar- 
tial arbitrator in the semiannual 
report (final § 528.5(b)). 

Therefore, it is ordered, That the 
various petitions for reconsideration 
filed in this proceeding are granted to 
the extent indicated above and denied 
in all other respects; and 


“A relatively simple approach to this re- 
quirement would be to designate complaint 
cases by the letter “C” and a number, and 
to designate self-instituted investigations by 
the letter “I” and a number. 
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Ti is further ordered, That pursuant 
to section 4 of the Administrative Pro- 
cedure Act and sections 14, 15, 16, 
18(b), 21, 35, and 43 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, part 528 of the Commis- 
sion’s rules is amended as set forth 
below; and 

Jt is further ordered, That revised 
part 528 of the Commissicn’s rules 
shall become effective January 1, 1979, 
provided that General Accounting 
Office review pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 
3512(c) has been completed by that 
date; gre 

It is further ordered, That all confer- 
ence we ements and other rate-fixing 
agreements approved under section 15 
of the Shipping Act, 1916, shali be 
amended to conform to the require- 
ments cf revised part 528 of the Com- 
mission’s rules and file with the Com- 
mission on cr before January 1, 1979 
and 

It is further ordered, That this 
ceeding is discontinued. 


By the Commission.* 
JOSEPH C. POLKING, 
Assistant Secretary. 
Part 528 is revised, inclu oe rig the 


part heading to read as set forth 
below. 


pro- 


PART 528-—SELF-POLICING REQUIRE- 
MENTS FOR SECTION 15 AGREE- 
MENTS 


Sec. 

8.0 Purpose and scope. 

8.1 General requirements. 

8.2. Specific requirements: 

provisions. 

528.3 Policing authorities (minimum re- 
quirements). 

528.4 Impartial arbitrators (minimum re- 
quirements). : 

528.5 Reporting requirements. 

528.6 Two party rate-fixing agreements— 
Exemptions. 


AuTHoRiTyY: Secs. 14, 15, 16, 18(b), 21, 35, 
and 43 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 
812, 814, 815, 817(b), 820, 33a, and 841a). 


€ 
2 
2 
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Self-policing 


§ 528.0 Purpose and scope. 


(a) Section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916, prohibits the approval of agree- 
ments which are not adequately seif- 
policed. It also contemplates that self- 
policing provisions be included in cer- 
tain agreements subject to the Ship- 
ping Act, and that the Commission be 
kept informed of the manner in which 
such provisions are being implement- 
ed. The provisions of this part are de- 
signed to establish minimum stand- 
ards for judging the adequacy of self- 
policing activities, assist ocean carriers 
obtain expeditious approval of their 
section 15 agreements insofar as self- 
policing is concerned, provide the 
Commission with reliable information 
concerning the nature and perform- 


*Commissioner Bakke dissents in part. His 
views will be issued separately. 


ance of self-policing systems, and cur- 
tail rebating and other malpractices 
by ocean carriers. 

(b) This part shall appiy to all con- 
ference and other rate-fixing agree- 
ments between common carriers by 
water in the foreign or domestic off- 
shore commerce of the United States 
(hereafter referred to as “agree- 
ments”), whether or not previously ap- 
proved by the Commission. 


§ 528.1 General requirements. 

(a) Every agreement shall contain 
provisions establishing and describing 
a system for self-policing its members. 
These provisions shall describe the 
methods employed and the standards 
used to investigate, adjudicate, and pe- 
nalize breaches of the agreement by 
the common carriers by water signato- 
ry thereto (hereafter referred to as 
“members”), and shall include within 
their scope the activities of all per- 
sons, firms, associations, or corpora- 
tions that are agents, employees, or af- 
filiates of members, or are otherwise 
subject to the control of a member, or 
which themselves control a member, 
or are commonly controlled by any 
person, firm, association, or corpora- 
tion which controls a member (hereaf- 
ter referred to as “associates’’). 

(b) Self-policing provisions shall es- 
tablish both a policing authority and 
an impartial ‘‘arbitrator” or “adjudica- 
tor” and describe the functions and 
authority of each entity. The impari- 
tal arbitrator shail be functionally 
separate and distinct from the policing 
authority. 

(c) No self-policying system shall 
contain provisions which purport to: 

(1) Deny access to or copies of any 
self-policing records, statistics, reports, 


or other information (including the 


identity of members) in contravention 
of a duly issued order of the Federal 
Maritime Commission (or a Commis- 
sion employee with delegated authori- 
ty te issue such orders); or 

(2) Preclude any of its members 
from disclosing the nature and extent 
of their own involvement with the 
self-policing authority (e.g., any dam- 
ages paid by the member) in any ad- 
ministrative or judicial proceeding to 
enforce the Shipping Act. 

(d) Compliance with the require- 
ments of this part shall not relieve 
rate fixing bodies of their absolute re- 
sponsibility to adequately police their 
activities or preclude the Commission 
from disapproving an agreement when 
sufficient evidence of rebating or 
other malpractices exists to warrant a 
conclusion that the members’ self-po- 
licing efforts have been inadequate. 


§528.2 Specific requirements: self-policing 
provisions. 
Agreements shall contain the follow- 
ing self-policing provisions: 
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(a) Breaches (general). A statement 
that any violation or breach of any 
provision of the agreement, or any 
tariff, rules or regulations promulgat- 
ed thereunder (hereafter referred to 
as a “breach’”’), by any member of the 
agreement (directly or through an as- 
sociate) shall subject such member to 
self-policing sanctions; 

(b) Permissable damages. A state- 
ment specifying the maximum dam- 
ages, or range of damages, or the 
method of. calculating the damages, 
which may be assessed, against mem 
bers of the agreement upon finding 
that such members have committed a 
breach. Such statement may specify 
damages for specific breaches and a 
general category of breaches, or both, 
and may relate to each and every 
breach, or to the number of times the 
member has previously been found 
guilty of a breach; 

(c) Investigation of breaches. An ef- 
fective procedure for investigating all 
matters which are the subject of com- 
plaints or which otherwise suggest or 
allege thé existence of breaches; 

(1) The procedure shall require the 
self-pclicing authority to: 

(i) Receive or gather information 
concerning breaches from any and all 
sources; 

(ii) Make investigations both in re- 
sponse to complaints and upon its own 
initiative; 

(iii) Examine, audit or inspect, upon 
demand, with or without notice and 
wherever located: Any books, records, 
accounts, invoices, bills of lading or 
other documents, cargo, containers, 
ships, property, and facilities owned, 
used, or transported by any member of 
the agreement or its associates which 
may be relevant to the member’s par- 
ticipation in the trade. Provided, how- 
ever, That examination of particularly 
identified materials may be postponed 
for a reasonable period pending a 
prompt determination of relevancy by 
the impartial arbitrator under condi- 
tions which assure that the materiais 
in question are sealed or otherwise 
kept unaltered during the determina- 
tion period; 

(iv) Adopt and publicize procedures 
for the filing of complaints; 

(v) Compile and retain for at least 5 
years a complete and thorough record 
of all its investigatory and prosecutor- 
ial activities, including a description of 
all complaints, the basis, nature and 
scope of all self-intitiated investiga- 
tions, and the disposition of all investi- 
gations. 

(2) The procedure shall require all 
officers, employees, and associates (in- 
cluding officers, employees and con- 
trolling owners) of members to cooper- 
ate with, and freely provide informa- 
tion to, the policing authority and its 
agents; 
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(ad) Adjudication of breaches. A pro- 


cedure for adjudicating 


breaches which affords acs used mem- 
bers the right to a hearing before an 
impartial arbitrator. The impartial ar 
bitrator shall adjudicate such claims 
solely and finally, either initially or 
upon review de nove on he: record of 
an initial determination by the polic- 
ing authority. “Review de no the 
record” requires the impartial arbitra- 
tor to have fuil authority to affirm, 
modify or set aside any finding cf fact, 
conclusion of law, or penalty made or 
imposed by the policing authority; 

(e) Procedural guarantees. A state- 
ment that fundamental fairness wiil 
be afforded all members accused of 
committing a breach (nereafter re- 
ferred to as “the accused’), which in- 
cludes the following specific procedur- 
al guayantees: 

(1) The accused shall be charged in 
writing, within a reasonable time prior 
to the initial hearing, in a manner 
which fairly and clearly discloses the 
nature of the alleged breach. Such 
charges need not reveal the identity of 
the complainant; 

(2) The accused shall be furnished 
with all evidence within a reasonable 
time prior to the initial hearing. Evi- 
dence deveioped thereafter shall also 
be furnished to the accused and a 
delay granted, if necessary, to allow it 
an opportunity to use such evidence in 
its defense. The identity of the com- 
plainant may be deleted from any evi- 
dence furnished the accused; 

(3) The accused shall be given a full 
and fair opportunity to rebut or ex- 
plain any evidence introduced against 
it and to present evidence which might 
show mitigating or extenuating cir- 
cumstances; 

(4) The impartial adjudicator shall 
receiver and consider only that evi- 
dence which has been furnished to the 
accused by the self-policing authority 
or has been furnished by the accused 
in its defense; 

(f) Designated official. A statement 
designating a particular officer or offi- 
cial of the rate-fixing body to be re- 
sponsible for the filing and certifying 
of self-policing reports with the Com- 
mission in accordance with § 528.5; 


yo on 


§ 528.3 Policing authorities (minimum re- 
quirements). . 

(a) Policing authorities shail have an 

adequate and qualified staff, adequate 
facilities and an adequate budget. 


(bo) Policing. authorities shall be 
headed by, and composed of, persons 
not otherwise employed by, having 


_any financial interest in, or affiliated 


with, the conference or rate-fixing 
body established by the agreement or 
any member or associate thereof; Pro- 
vided, however, That: 
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(1) An individuai or entity may act 
as the policing aneurin for mcre 
than one rate-fixing bo 

(2 An 
public accor it (re 
ter as an ICPA nay 
ing authority, ev 
client which is 


sora pbs 
it has a 
of the agree- 
ment or an ¢ such member, 
where such relationship is disclosed 
prior to being named as the policing 
authority and it from 
acting as the poi icing authority with 
to the mem! x9er which is, or 
whose poo is, a client of the 
ICPA. If the ICPA named as the polic- 
ing authority discloses that it has a 
member of the agreement or an asso- 
ciate of such member as 2 client, an al- 
ternate policing authority must be ap- 
pointed to receive and investigate any 
complaints against such member; 

(3) Upon petition to the Commis- 
sion, an exemption may be sought ‘to 
allow officers or employees of a rate- 
fixing body to act as the head of, or be 
assigned to duties under, the policing 
authority, if such person or persons 
are not otherwise employed by, affili- 
ated with, or have any interest in, any 
member or any associate of a member. 
Petitions for exemption will not be 
lightly granted and must include a 
convincing showing that: 

(i) The persons conducting self-polic- 
ing activities are qualified and their 
self-policing activities would not sub- 
stantially conflict with their other 
duties and responsibilities; 

(ii) The agreement is so limited in 
scope that the retention of an inde- 
pendent self-policing authority would 
impose an unrealistic financial burden 
on the members. The number of mem- 
bers, the financial condition of the 

members, the nature and extent of the 
nana the competitive circumstances 
prevailing in the trade, and other ac- 
tivities of the members both within 
and without the trade (e.g., participa- 
tion in other agreements) are all — 
vant considerations; 

(iii) The trade covered by the agree- 
ment has been relatively free of rebat 
ing or other conduct violative of the 
Shipping Act in the 5 years preceding 
the year when exemption is sought 
and is likely to continue to be charac- 
terized by a minima! level of such mal- 
practices. 

(c) The policing authority of each 
agreement shall be required to estab- 
lish reasonable written procedures for 
the receipt and investigation of com- 
plaints which shall be made available 
to any person upon request. Such pro- 
cedures may include special provisions 
for the handling of written complaints 
and for summary investigation of 
frivolous or incomplete allegations 
(whether written or not). These proce- 
dures may not, however, require that 
complaints be in writing or restrict the 


nt v 


is eisqualified 
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class of persons entitled to lodge a 
complaint. 

(d) Policing authorities shall be re- 
quired to investigate all complaints 
filed in accordance with its established 
procedures. 

(e) Policing authorities shall be re- 
quired to conduct self-initiated investi- 
gations whenever they receive infor- 
mation providing reasonable cause to 
do so and to periodically conduct self- 
initiated investigations into the activi- 
ties of each member. All self-initiated 
investigations shall inclide, but not 
necess2rily be limited to, the unan- 
nounced inspection of books, records, 
accounts, shipping documents, in- 
voices, cargo, ships, containers, equip- 
ment, and facilities of the member and 
its associates. 

(f) Policing authorities shall compile 
and retain for at least 5 years a suffi- 
cient written record of their activities 
to demonstrate compliance with this 
part. This record shall include: 

(1) All complaints received (written 
or oral), the processing or case num- 
bers assigned to each complaint, a de- 
scription of the steps taken to investi- 
gate each complaint (including hear- 
ings or arbitration proceedings) copies 
or summaries of the evidence gath- 
ered, and the final disposition of each 
investigation; 

(2) A chronological log summarizing 
all information (other than com- 
plaints) received or gathered which al- 
leges or suggests the existence of a 
breach and describing the considera- 
tion given to this information, includ- 
ing all reports of unintentional cargo 
misdescriptions and mismeasurements, 
anonymous tips, and rumors of mal- 
practices; 

(3) A description of all self-initiated 
investigations, the processing or case 
numbers assigned to each investiga- 
tion, a description of all investigatory 
measures employed (including hear- 
ings or arbitration proceedings), copies 
cr summaries of the evidence gath- 
ered, and the final disposition of each 
investigation; 

(4) A brief statement as to why each 
investigation was finally disposed of in 
the particular manner chosen. This 
statement shall include an exact de- 
scription of any breach found to have 
occurred, any decision of the impartial 
arbitrator and the nature and amount 
of any penalty assessed and paid. 


§528.4 Impartial arbitrators (minimum re- 
quirements). 


(a) The impartial arbitrator shall be 
a totally disinterested person or 
entity, unaffiliated with the rate- 
fixing body or any member or asso- 
ciate thereof, and may be appointed 
on permanent basis or selected on an 
ad hoc basis from a panel or-arbitra- 
tors pursuant to traditional rules of 
~ commercial arbitration. 
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(b) The impartial arbitrator shall be 
vested with final authority to adjudi- 
cate disputes and assess damages 
within the scope of the self-policing 
system. 

(c) The impartial arbitrator shall 
not perform any other duties under 
the self-policing system with regard to 
any matter before it for adjudication, 
including investigation or prosecution. 


§ 528.5 Reporting requirements. 


(a) Each rate-fixing body shall mail 
(air mail postage prepaid) or hand de- 
liver a semiannual report to the Secre- 
tary, Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, on or before 
January 31 and July 31 of each year 
covering that body’s self-policing and 
adjudicatory activities during the 6- 
month period immediately preceding 
the respective reporting month (i.e., 
January or June). 

(b) Each semiannual self-policing 
report may exclude the identity of all 
parties to an allegation of breach, in- 
vestigation or penalty assessment, but 
shall contain the following detailed in- 
formation: 

(1) The name and address of the 
self-policing body employed during the 
reporting period and a complete de- 
scription of its staff, facilities, and 
budget, and the name and address of 
the impartial arbitrator employed 


» during the reporting period and a de- 


scription of its qualifications; 

(2) The date, location (community or 
port area where inspection occurred) 
and nature of each examination or in- 
spection (including audits) of cargo, 
facilities, shipping documents, or 
office records performed during the 
reporting period. The type and ap- 
proximate number of accounts, docu- 
ments, cargo containers, and other 
items inspected shall also be stated. 
Each such inspection shall be correlat- 
ed to a particular investigation bearing 
a@ processing or case number; 

(3) The number of cargo misdescrip- 
tions or mismeasurements detected by: 

(i) The self-policing authority or any 
division thereof; 

dii) Any other organization retained 
by the rate-fixing body to make mis- 
rating determinations and regularly 
report them to the self-policing au- 
thority. When such a separate “mis- 
rating committee” or similar organiza- 
tion is employed by a rate-fixing body, 
the self-policing report shall also iden- 
tify that organization by name and ad- 
dress, and provide a thorough descrip- 
tion of-its staffing (including other af- 
filiations with the conference or its 
members), authority and routine activ- 
ities, and describe the procedures by 
which it reports its findings to the 
self-policing authority; 

(4) The number of breaches of the 
agreement (other than unintentional 
cargo misdescriptions and mismeasure- 


ments) which were detected through 
the investigation of complaints; 

(5) The number of breaches of the 
agreement (other than unintentional 
cargo misdescriptions and mismeasure- 
ments) which were detected by self- 
initiated investigations; 

(6) A thorough summary of the 
basis, nature, and scope of each inves- 
tigation commenced during the report- 
ing period, including any hearings or 
arbitration proceedings. Each investi- 
gation shall be identified by a process- 
ing number and the summary shall in- 
dicate whether the investigation was 
initiated by complaint or upon the ini- 
tiative of the self-policing authority; 

(7) A list of information received or 
gathered during the reporting period 
alleging or suggesting the existence of 
a breach, but which was not made the 
subject of an investigation; 

(8) A list (by processing number) of 


. investigations commenced in previous 


reporting periods and still pending, 
and a description of the action taken 
with respect to each during the report- 
ing period (including hearings and ar- 
bitration proceedings); 

(9) A list and description (by process- 
ing number) of all final actions taken 
with respect to investigations of any 
type. An action is not “final’’ unless: 

(i) The investigation revealed insuf- 
ficient evidence to establish a breach; 
or 

(ii) The accused was assessed dam- 
ages, either based on a voluntary set- 
tlement or a decision rendered by the 
policing authority or the impartial ar- 
bitravur. 

(10) When a final action involves an 
assessment of penalties, the report 
shall also include: 

(i) A detailed description of the al- 
leged or adjudicated breach, the 
amount or type of penalty: assessed, 
and whether the assessment was met; 

dii) A list of all other breaches (other 
than unintentional cargo misdescrip- 
tions and mismeasurements) commit- 
ted by the member during the period 
subsequent to the effective date of 
this part, but not greater than 3 years 
prior to the final action in question. 

(c) The report shall clearly indicate 
those final actions handled by the po- 
licing authority and those matters, in- 
cluding rulings on the relevancy of 
documents or things sought to be ex- 
amined by the policing authority, han- 
dled by the impartial arbitrator. 

(d) The reporting officer designated 
pursuant to §528.2(f) shall certify 
under penalty of perjury that the 
semiannual report has been prepared 
by the self-policing authority specifi- 
cally designated by the rate-fixing 


_ body to act in full accordance with the 


requirements of this part during the 
reporting period. The accuracy and 
completeness of the report shail be 
sworn to under penalty of perjury by 
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the head of the designated self-polic- 
ing authority. 

(e) If there are no complaints, inves- 
tigations, or finai actions during the 
period, the report shall contain an ex- 
press -statement to this effect as to 
each category of information required 
by paragraph (b) of this section. 


§528.6 Two-party rate-fixing agreements. 


Rate-fixing agreements with no 
more than two signatory parties shall 
be exempt from the requirements of 
this part. 


(FR Doc. 7178-26488 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-62] 
Title 49—Transportation 


SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRE- 
TARY OF TRANSPORTATION 


{OST Docket No. 27; Amdt. 71-16] 


PART 71—STANDARD TIME ZONE 
BOUNDARIES 


CFR Correction 


AGENCY: Department of Transporta- 
tion. 


ACTION: Final rule; CFR correction. 


SUMMARY: This CFR amendment 
corrects the mistaken reference to the 
“North Dakota-Nebraska boundary” 
in the description of the boundary be- 
tween the central and mountain time 
zones. (See 49 CFR 71.7.) These two 
States are not contiguous. The refer 
ence should be to the “Sout! 
Nebraska boundary” . 

EFFECTIVE 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


DATE: Septe 


eb W eee C 
426-4723. 


Ross, an 
Couns sel’s Offi e. 


prernn us err or an 
substartive change; 
appea! likely th 2 
have any substantive co 
fore. se opporti 
comment raereiy 
rection of error without any ac- 
ee 1 benefit and thus be con- 
trary to the public interest. Similarly, 
ae fe that good cat Ise ex ists for 
making the amendment effective in 
fewer than 30 days after Saitek ia in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER, 


r public 
would postpone cor- 
% 


the 
tec 


FEDERAL REGISTER, 
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In consideration of the foregoing, 
§ 71.7(b) of Part 71 of Title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended by 
changing “North Dakota-Nebraska 
boundary” to “South Dakota-Nebras- 
ka boundary”, as appears below: 


§71.7 Boundary line between central and 
mountain zones. 


* * 2 & ® 


(b) South Dakota. oe *< South 
Dakota-Nebraska boundary. 


* = * al ~ 


(Act of March 19, 1918, as amended by the 
Uniform Time Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 260- 
67); sec. 6(e)(5), Department of Transporta- 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(e)(5)); § 1.56(1), 
Regulations of the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation (49 CFR 1.56(1).) 


Issucd in Wash 
tember 15, 1978. 
Linba HELLER Kamm, 
Generali Counsel. 
{FR Dec. 78-26458 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


ington, D.C., on Sep- 





[4310-55 ! 
Title 506—Wildiife and Fisheries 
CHAPTER 1—UU.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN- 
TERIOR 


2A2T 22---HUNTING 
Opening of Upper 
Wildlife Refuge, M. 
Hunting 
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlit 
Interior. 
ACTION: Speciai reguiaticn. 
SUMMARY: The Director a 
ined that the opening to de or hu 
souris National Wildl 
ompatible with the o 
whioh the area 
will utilize a rene 
and will prov 
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Refuge, N. Dak., on all areas except 
those designated as closed. The open 
areas comprising 31,800 acres are de- 
lineated on maps available at head- 
quarters, Foxholm, N. Dak., and from 
the office of the Area Manager, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 
1897, Bismarck, N. Dak. 58501. Hunt- 
ing shall be in accordance with all ap- 
plicable State regulations covering the 
hunting of deer subject to the follow- 
ing conditions: 

(1) Only bucks may be taken by a 
special National Wildlife Refuge deer 
gun permit through the first weekend, 
November 17, 18, and 19, 1978. The re- 
mainder of the season hunters with a 
valid III A2 permit may take deer of 
the sex specified in that permit. 

(2) All hunters must exhibit their 
their specia! National Wildiife Refuge 
permit hunting license, deer tag, and 
vehicie contents to Federal and State 
officers upon request. 


(3) The refuge shall be closed to ali 
vehicular travel except the main 
public roads and refuge recreation 
area parking areas. 


(4) Deer are the only species that 
may be taken. It is unlawful to carry 
firearms after the deer tag is used. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern Runting on wildlife refuge 
areas generally which are set forth in 
title 50, Code of Federai Regulations, 
part 32. The public is invited to offer 
suggestions and comments at any 
time. 


Note.—The U.S. Fis 
has determi 
contain 2 mai 
tion of an 
Executive 


A-107. 


ofuge Manager. 


-29-78; $:45 am] 
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tablished, will utilize a renewable nat- 
ural resource, and will provide recre- 
ational opportunity to the public. 


DATES: Ruffed grouse—September 16 
through December 31, 1978. Rabbits 
and hares—September 16, 1978, 
through February 28, 1979. Gray and 
fox squirrels—September 16 through 
December 31, 1978. White-tailed deer— 
November 4 through November 19 and 
November 24 through November 26, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Omer N. Swenson, Refuge Manager, 
Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge, 
Rochert, Minn. 56578; telephone No. 
218-847-4355. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


INFORMATION 


§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Public hunting of ruffed grouse, 
gray and fox squirrels, cottontail, jack 
rabbit, and snowshoe hare on the Ta- 
marac National Wildlife Refuge, Ro- 
chert, Minn., is permitted in the area 
designated by signs as public hunting 
area. This area comprising 12,500 acres 
is delineated on maps available at the 
refuge headquarters and from the 
Office of the Regional Director, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Federal 
Building, Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, 
Minn. 55111. 

An additional area of 18,000 acres 
will be open for public hunting of 
ruffed grouse only. This ruffed grouse 
only area is delineated on a map avail- 
able at the refuge headquarters and 
from the Office of the Regional Direc- 
tor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Federal Building, Fort Snelling, Twin 
Cities, Minn. 55111. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations during 
the seasons specified above. The hunt- 
ing of other upland species as may be 
authorized by Minnesota State regula- 
tions is prohibited. 

The following special conditions 
apply: 

1. No person shall trap on Tamarac 
National Wildlife Refuge without first 
ebtaining such permits as may be re- 
quired and issued by the refuge man- 
ager. 

2. No persen shall, for the purpose 
of hunting or trapping, enter or leave 
the refuge except by designated access 
roads. 

3. All hunters and trappers shall 
comply with further regulations which 
the refuge manager may prescribe. 


$232.32 Special regulations; big game; for 
individual wildlife refuge areas. 


Public hunting of white-tailed deer 


with legal firearms on the Tamarac . 


National Wildlife Refuge is permitted 
over the entire refuge with exception 
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of those areas posted as “Area Beyond 
This Sign Closed.” The open area in- 
cludes 40,200 acres. Areas open for 
deer hunting are delineated on maps 
available at the refuge headquarters 
and from the Office of the Regional 
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv- 
ice, Federal Building, Fort Snelling, 
Twin Cities, Minn. 55111. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations subject 
to the following conditions: 

1. No taking of black bear or bow 
hunting is permitted on any portion of 
the refuge. 

2. No person shall, for the purpose 
of hunting, enter or leave the refuge 


“except by designated access roads. 


3. All hunters shall comply with fur- 
ther regulations which the refuge 
manager may prescribe. 

The provisions of these special regu- 
lations supplement the regulations 
which govern hunting on wildlife 
areas generally which are set forth in 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 32. The public is invited to offer 
suggestions and comments at any 
time. 


Note.—The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an economic impact statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
A-107. 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 
- OMER N. SWENSON, 
Refuge Manager. 
{FR Doc. 78-26534 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am} 


[3510-22] 


CHAPTER VI—FISHERY CONSERVA- 
TION AND HAANAGEMENT, NA- 
TIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOS- 
PHERIC ADMINISTRATION, DE- 
PARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


PART 6S51—ATLANTIC GROUND- 
FISH—COD, HADDOCK, AND YEL- 
LOWTAIL FLOUNDER 


Lending Limitation Regulations 


AGENCY: National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration/Commerce. 


ACTION: Amendment of emergency 
and proposed regulations. ; 


SUMMARY: These regulations amend 
existing regulations for the yellowtail 
flounder fishery by revising the land- 
ing restriction provisions which were 
implemented effective July 23, 1978, 
under the fishery management plan 
(FMP) for Atlantic groundfish. The 
overrun and the 10 percent allowance 
provisions are also eliminated. This 


amendment is intended to reduce the 
prospect of a closure of the yellowtail 
fishery. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 17, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. William G. Gordon, Regional Di- 
rector, Northeast Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, 14 Elm 
Street, Gloucester, Mass. 01930, tele- 
phone 617-281-3600. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Weekly landing restrictions for yellow- 
tail flounder by vessel class were es- 
tablished by emergency regulations 
(8 651.8(b)) on July 19, 1978 (43 FR 
31015). Section 651.8(e) states that: 


{Tihe Assistant Administrator may adjust 
the landing restrictions * * * upon publica- 
tion of a notice in the ERAL REGISTER, for 
the following purposes: 

(1)'To spread fishing effort over the entire 
year; 

(2) To reduce the need for quarterly or 
annual closures; 

(3) To allow each of the vessel classes in 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section to 
harvest its historic percentage of the catch. 


Section 651.8(f) states further that: 


To accomplish these purposes * * * the 
Assistant Administrator may adjust the 
landing restrictions by varying amounts for 
each vessel class, after consideration of fac- 
tors including: 

(1) Landings for the current and previous 
quarters; 

(2) Projected harvests; 

(3) Capability of vessels to fish in other lo- 
cations or for other species; 

(4) status of unregulated species in the 
trawl fishery * * *. 


The Assistant Administrator for 
Fisheries has determined that, under 
§§ 651.8 (e) and (f), good cause exists to 
amend the yellowtail flounder landing 
restrictions effective September 17, 
1978, so that (1) all vessel classes may 
land only 2,006 lbs per week or per trip 
dif the trip is longer than a week); (2) 
eliminate the overrun provision; (3) 
eliminate the provision “‘or 10 percent 
by weight of ali fish on board, which- 
ever is greater.” 

The Assistant Administrator for 
Fisheries has determined that these 
amendments are not major Federal ac- 
tions within the meaning of the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act, and 
are consistent with the nationa! stand- 
ards of the act and other applicable 
law. An economic impact analysis was 
prepared covering this and other eco- 
nomic issues in this fishery. The result 
of that analysis was a negative finding. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 
14th day of September 1978. 


INFORMATION 


WHINFRED H. MEIBOHM, 
Associate Direcior, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 
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Amend 50 CFR Part 651 as follows: 


1. Strike §651.8(b) and substitute as 
set forth below. 

2. Amend §651.8(c) by deleting all 
references to yellowtail flounder as set 
forth below. 

3. Amend § 651.8(d) by deleting the 
words “through (c)” in the first sen- 
tence. 


§651.8 Landing restrictions. 


* * * * * 


(b) Yellowtail flounder. For each 
weekly period (0001 hours Sunday 
through 2400 hours Saturday, local 
time), no person or vessel may land 
yellowtail flounder in amounts greater 
than 2,000 pounds per week or per 
trip, if a trip is longer than’a week. 

(c) If a vessel is at sea in more than 
one weekly period, the cod and had- 
dock on board the vessel may, at the 
option of the vessel operator, be con- 
sidered landed in the weekly period in 
which they were actually caught if the 
vessel operator maintains a log book 
recording the amounts of cod and had- 
dock caught each day. If such log book 
is not maintained, all cod and haddock 
shall be counted against the landing 
restriction of the weekly period in 
which they were landed. 


* * * * s 


(FR Doc. 78-26501 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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PART 652—ATLANTIC SURF CLAM 
AND OCEAN QUAHOG FISHERIES 


Closure of Surf Clam Area. 


AGENCY: National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration/Commerce. 


ACTION: Final rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This document provides 
notice of the closure of an area of the 
Fishery Conservation Zone (FCZ) off- 
shore of Atlantic City, N.J., to surf 
clam fishing. The area is located three 
(3) to six and one-half (64%) miles off- 
shore, between Great Egg Harbor 
Inlet and Absecon Inlet, This action is 
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based on reports from commercial 
fishermen which indicate that the surf 
clams in this area are smaller than 4% 
inches, thus the area falis within the 
criteria governing closure. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: 0001 hours e.d.t., 
September 20, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. William G. Gordon, Regional Di- 
rector, Northeast Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, 14 Elm 
Street, Glouchester, Mass. 01930, 
telephone: 617-281-3600. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


INFORMATION 


Section 652.8 of the final regulations 
governing the surf clam and ocean 
quahog fisheries in the FCZ which was 
published on February 17, 1978 (43 FR 
6952), provides that areas may be 
closed to surf clam fishing when a de- 
termination is made by the Regional 
Director. That determination may be 
based on log book entries, processors’ 
reports, survey cruises, and other 
sources, which show that the area in 
question contains surf clams of which: 
(1) 60 percent or more are smaller 
than 4% inches in size, and (2) not 
more than 15 percent are larger than 


5% inches in size. 


Late in 1977 and early in 1978, com- 
mercial fishermen began reporting 
areas of smail clams in the FCZ off 
New Jersey. Two areas were examined, 
one on March 24, 1978, and the other 
on April 25, 1978. 

These sampling cruises disclosed 
that in some portions of both areas 
nearly 100 percent of the clams were 
under 4% inches. However, a few iso- 
lated stations showed pockets of larger 
clams where more than 15 percent 
were larger than 5% inches. 

On a weighted average, however, in 
the area described below, 85 percent of 
clams taken were Icess than 4% inches, 
and 88 percent less than 5% inches. 
The area clearly falls within the crite- 
ria governing closure. 

On July 27, 1978, a public hearing 
was held at Pomona, N.J., concerning 
the social and economic aspects of the 
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then proposed area closure. Persons 
attending the hearing also offered 
comments regarding the biological as- 
pects of the problem. 

Proposals put forward at the hear- 
ing ranged from a suggestion that the 
area be closed for 3 years to a sugges- 
tion that the area be surveyed every 6 
months in order to monitor the 
growth of the clams, There was no dis- 
agreement with the Regional Direc- 
tor’s determination as to the need for 
the closure. 

The area being closed is approxi- 
mately 35 square miles. It is located 
between 3 and 6% nautical miles off- 
shore from Atlantic City, N.J. The 
area is described as beginning at a 
point at 74°30.0' W. longitude and 
39°15.5’ N. latitude, which is exactly 3 
nautical miles offshore from the near- 
est baseline from which the territorial 
sea is measured; thence northeasterly 
along a line drawn in such a manner 
that each point on it is 3 nautical 
miles from the baseline from which 
the territorial sea is measured, to 
74°20.7' W. longitude and 39°21.2’ N. 
latitude; thence in a straight line to 
74°17.1' W. longitude and 39°19.1' N. 
latitude; thence in a straight line to 
74°26.5' W. longitude and 39°15.5’ N. 
latitude; thence in a straight line to 
74°30.0' W. longitude and 39°15.5’ N. 
latitude, point of beginning. 

Surveys of the closed area will be 
conducted at approximately 6-month 
intervals, weather permitting, in order 
to monitor the growth of the clams. 
Based upon the data of the surveys, 
the Regional Director will determine 
when the area may be reopened to 
fishing. 

The appropriate environmental 
impact statement has been filed. An 
economic impact statement was pre- 
pared in connection with the final reg- 
ulations cited above (50 CFR Part 
652). 


Signed at Washington, D.C., 
14th day of September 1978. 


this 


WINFRED H. MEIBOHM, 
Associaie Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-26591 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





proposed rules 








This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of these notices is to 
give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules 








[4910-13] 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
[14 CFR Part 39] 
{Docket No. 78-NW-19-AD] 
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Boeing Mode! 727 Series Airplanes 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak- 
ing (NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes an 
amendment to airworthiness directive 
(AD) 70-15-15 which requires inspec- 
tions for cracks in the wing center sec- 
tion front spar web on Boeing model 
727 series airplanes. The proposed 
amendment expands the inspection 
area due to recent service experience. 


DATES: Comments must be received 
en or before November 14, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to: Federal Avi- 
ation Administration, Northwest 
Region, Office of the Regional Coun- 
sel, Attention: Airworthiness Rules 
Docket, Docket No. 78-NW-13-AD, 
9010 East Marginal Way South, Seat- 
tle, Wash. 98108. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Gerald R. Mack, Airframe Section, 
Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA Northwest Region, 
9010 East Marginal Way South, Se- 
attle, Wash. 98108, telephone 206- 
767-2516. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views or argumerts as they may 
desire. Communications should identi- 
fy the docket number and be submit- 
ted in duplicate to the Department of 
Transportation, Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Nerthwest Region, 
Office of the Regional Counse!, Atten- 
tion: Airworthiness Rules Docket, $010 
East Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Wash. 98108. Ali communications re- 
ceived on or before the closing dates 
for comments, will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
upon the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re- 


INFORMATION 


ceived. All comments will be availabie, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the rules docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

Amendment 39-1048 (35 FR 12058), 
AD 70-15-15, as amended by amend- 
ment 39-1188 (36 FR 6826), requires 
visual inspections for cracks in the 
wing center section front spar web at 
the left and right hand BL 13.12 and 
BL 25.08 stiffener locations on Boeing 
model 727 series airplanes. The crack- 
ing is the result of fatigue caused by 
pressure cycling. The AD was issued 
because the cracking reduces the 
structural integrity of the wing front 
spar, results in damage to the fuel 
cells and subsequent fuel leakage, and 
could cause depressurization of the 
cabin. Recently, cracks up to 5 inches 
have been detected in the front spar 
web of three airplanes at stiffener lo- 
cations outside the existing required 
inspection area. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop on other air- 
planes of the same type design, the 
proposed amendment would extend 
the inspection, repair, and modifica- 
tion area to LBL and RBL 58.64 inclu- 
sive. Airplanes which have had the 
previous terminating action medifica- 
tion accomplished would be required 
to be inspected in the expanded area, 
until modified. 


TEE PROPOSED AMENDMENT 


Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions (14 CFR 39.13), amendment 39- 
1048 (35 FR 12058), AD 70-15-15, as 
amended by amendment 39-1188 (36 
FR 6826), as follows: : 

1. By amending the applicability 
statement to read: 


Boetnc. Applies to ail model 727 series air- 
planes, certificated in all categories, 
listed in Boeing Service Bulletin No. 57- 
107, Revision 4, or later FAA approved 
revisions, including those which have 
had the terminating action modifica- 
tion, repair, and/or time-limited modifi- 
cation accomplished per previous service 
bulletin revisions. Compliance required 
as indicated. 


2. By amending peragraph A to read: 

A. Unless accomplished within the last 500 
landings pricr to the effective date of this 
amendment, within the next 500 landings 
from the effective daie cf this amendment 
or prior to the accumuistion of 15,000 land- 
ings, whichever occurs later, and at intervals 
not to exceed 1,000 landings, visually in- 
spect the wing center section front spar web 
for cracking in accordance with Boeing 


Service Bulietin No. 57-107, Revision 4, or 
later FAA approved revisions, cr an equiva- 
lent method approved by the Chief, Engi- 
neering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA 
Northwest Region. 


3. By striking out the words ‘Chief, 
Aircraft Engineering Division, FAA 
Western Region” from paragraphs B.2 
and C.1 and inserting the words 
“Chief, Engineering and Manufactur- 
ing Branch, FAA Northwest Region” 
in place thereof. 

4. By amending paragraph D.1 to 
read: 


1. The preventive modification described 
in paragraph III.D of Boeing Service Bulle- 
tin No. 57-107, Revision 4, or later FAA ap- 
proved revisions, or equivalent modification 
approved by the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest 
Region is installed, provided that the spar 
web was inspected per paragraph A of this 
AD at the same time and found to be un- 
cracked or that any crack in the web had 
been repaired per paragraph C of this AD, 
or 


5. By striking out the words, “Boeing 
Service Bulletin 57-107, Revision 3, 
dated January 19, 1971,” from para- 
graph D.2 and inserting the words 
“Boeing Service Bulletin No. 57-107, 
Revision 4,” in place thereof. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
1423) and sec. 6(c), Department of Trans- 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655{c); and 14 
CFR 11.89).) 

Note: The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 
under the procedure and criteria prescribed 
by Executive Order 12044 and as imple- 
mented by interim Department of Transpor- 
tation guidelines (43 FR 9582; March 8, 
197%). : 


Issued in Seattle, Wash., on Septem- 
ber 13, 1978. 
C. B. WALK, Jr. 
Director, 
Northwest Region. 


{FR Doc. 78-26528 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4910-13] 
[14 CFR Part 71] 


{Airspace Docket No. 78-GL-13] 
TRANSITION AREA 


Proposed Designation 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration (FAA), DOT. 
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ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak- 
ing. 


SUMMARY: The nature of this Feder- 
al action is to designate controlled air- 
_ Space near Mason, Mich., to accommo- 
date a new (VOR-A) instrument ap- 
proach procedure into the Mason- 
Jewett Airport, Mason, Mich., estab- 
lished on the basis of a request from 
the Mason-Jewett Airport officials to 
provide that facility with instrument 
approach capability. The intended 
effect of this action is to insure segre- 
gation of the sircraft using this ap- 
proach procedure in instrument 
weather conditions and other aircraft 
operating under visual conditions. 


DATES: Comments must be received 
on or before October 13, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal to FAA Office of Regional 
Counsel, AGL-7, Attention: Rules 
Docket Clerk, Docket No. 78-GL-13, 
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Ill. 60018. A public docket will be avail- 
able for examination by interested 
persons in the Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Dl. 60018. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Clair M. Billington, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi- 
sion, AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes 
Region, 2300 East Devon Avenue, 
Des Plaines, Ill. 69018, telephone 
312-694-4500, extension 456. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The floor of the controlled airspace in 
this area will be lowered from 1200’ 
above ground ievel to 700’ above 
ground level. The development of the 
proposed instrument procedures neces- 
sitates the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration to lower the floor of the con- 
trolled airspace to insure that the pro- 
cedure will be contained within con- 
trolled airspace. The minimum descent 
altitude for this procedure may be es- 
tablished below the floor of the 700 
foot controlled airspace. In addition, 
aeronautical maps and charts will re- 
flect the area of the instrument proce- 
dure which will enable other aircraft 
to circumnavigate the area in order to 
comply with applicable visual flight 
rule requirements. 


INFORMATION 


COMMENTS INVITED 


Interested persons may participate 
in the proposed rulemaking by submit- 
ting such written data, views or argu- 
ments as they may desire. Communi- 
cations should be submitted in tripli- 
cate to Regional Counsel, AGL-7, 
Great Lakes Region, Rules Docket No. 
78-GL-13, Federald Aviation Adminis- 
tration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Ill. 60018. Ail communications 


PROPOSED RULES 


received on or before October 13, 1978, 
will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of com- 
ments received. All comments submit- 
ted will be available, both before and 
after the closing date for commenis, in 
the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 


AVAILABILITY OF NPRM 


Any person may obtain a copy of 
this notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM) by submitting a request to 
the Federal Aviation Administration, 
Office of Public Affairs, Attention: 
Public Information Center, APA-430, 
800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20591, or by calling 202- 
426-8058. Communications must iden- 
tify the notice number of this NPRM. 
Persons interested in being placed on a 
mailing list for future NPRMs should 
also request a copy of Advisory Circu- 
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli- 
cation procedures, 


THE PROPOSAL 


The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion is considering an amendment to 
subpart C of part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) 
to establish a 700-foct controlled air- 
space transition area near Mason, 
Mich. Subpart C of part 71 was repub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Jan- 
uary 3, 1978 (43 FR 440), 


THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT - 


Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
§ 71.181 of part 71 of the Federal Avi- 
ation Regulations as follows: 

In § 71.181 (43 FR 4490), the following 
transition area is added: 

Mason, MicH. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6 mile radius 
of the center latitude 42°33'50” N, longitude 


24°25'40”" W, of the Mason-Jewett Airport, 
Mason, Mich. . 


This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a), Feder- 
al Aviation Act of 1953 (49 U.S.C. 
1348(a)); section 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 
section 11.61 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 11.61). 


‘Note.—The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion has determined that this document in- 
volves a proposed regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the proce- 
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive 
Order 12044 and as impiemented by interim 
Department of Transportation guidelines 
(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978). 
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Issued in Des Plaines, Ill, on August 
29, 1978. 
JOHN M. CyRocxr, 
Director, 
Great Lakes Region. 
{FR Doc. 78-26529 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4370-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureay of Indian Affairs 
[25 CFR Part 251] 
LICENSED INDIAN TRADERS 
Regulating Sale of Arms and Ammunition 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Department of the Interior. 


ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This notice is published 
in exercise of authority delegated by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by 
210 DM 1.2. Noiice is hereby given 
that it is proposed to revoke 251.8 of 
Part 251, Subchapter W, Chapter 1, of 
Title 25 of the Code cf Federal Regu- 
lations. The purpose of this revocation 
is to relieve Indians and Indian Trad- 
ers from unnecessary compliance with 
an obsolete ruie. 


DATE: Written comments must be re- 
ceived by October 23, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Accordingly, interested 
persons may submit written com- 
ments, suggestions or objections re- 
garding the proposed revocation fo the 
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs, 
Department of the Interior, Attention: 
Chief, Division of Law Enforcement 
Services, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
1951 Constitution Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20245. 
FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 

Mr. Eugene F. Suarez, Sr., Chief, Di- 

vision of Law Enforcement Services, 

telephone 202-343-5786. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Part 251.8 requires the approval of the 
Agency Superintendent for an Indian 
to purchase a firearm or ammunition 
from an Indian Trader. 

Circumstances which gave rise to 
this part no longer exist. 

It is proposed to revoke 251.8 of Part 
251, Subchapter W, Chapter i, of Title 
25 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Rick Lavis, 
Deputy Assistant Secreiary, 
Indian Affairs. 
{FR Doc. 78-26496 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] | 


INFORMATION 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





42768 


[4310-05] 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement 


" [30 CFR Chapter Vil] 


DRAFT REGULATORY ANALYSIS ON PRO- 
POSED PERMANENT PROGRAM REGULA- 
TIONS 


AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement. 


ACTION: Notice of availability of 
draft regulatory analysis (RA) on pro- 
posed permanent regulatory program. 


SUMMARY: The Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
has prepared a draft regulatory analy- 
sis (RA) on its proposed permanent 
regulatory program as required by Ex- 
ecutive Order 12044. The purpose of 
the regulatory analysis is to improve 
the effectiveness of regulations and 
minimize unnecessary economic bur- 
dens on affected persons. 


DATES: Comments on the draft RA 
must be received on or before Novem- 
ber 17, 1978. The draft RA is being 
made available to the public on Sep- 
tember 20, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Copies of the draft RA 
may be obtained at the following OSM 
Offices: 

OSM Headquarters, Department of the In- 
terior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

OSM Region I, First Ficor Thomas Hill 
Building, 950 Kanawha Boulevard East, 
Charleston, W. Va. 25301, 304-342-8125. 

OSM Region II, 530 Gay Street, Suite 500, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 37862, 615-637-8060. 

OSM Region III, Federal Building, U.S. 
Courthouse, 46 East Ohio Street, Indiana- 
polis, Ind. 46204, 317-269-2609. 

OSM Region IV, 601 East 12th Street, 
Room 1768, Kansas City, Mo. 64106, 816- 
374-5162. 

OSM Region V, Post Cffice Building, Room 
270, 1823 Stout Street, Denver, Colo. 
86202, 303-837-5511. : 

Public comments on the draft RA 
will be on public file and available for 
inspection at the following address: 

Millie Dangielowicz, Office of Sur- 

face Mining, Room 120—South 

Building, U.S. Department of the In- 

terior, Washington, D.C. 20240, 202- 

343-4728. 

Comments on the draft RA must be 
mailed to the following address: The 
Office of Surface Mining, U.S. Depart- 
ment of the Interior, P.O. Box 7267, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mark Boster, OSM, 202-343-5287. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Pursuant to the requirements of Ex- 
ecutive Order 12044 (43 FR 12661; 
March 24, 1978), OSM has prepared a 
draft regulatory analysis (RA) on its 


PROPOSED RULES 


proposed permanent regulatory pro- 
gram (43 FR 41662; September 18, 


- 1978). The purpose of the RA is to im- 


prove the effectiveness of regulations 
and minimize unnecessary economic 
burdens on affected persons. Because 
the proposed regulations may have 
major economic consequences, OSM 
has analyzed the economic impacts, in- 
cluding engineering-cost estimates, of 
the major alternatives considered in 
drafting the regulations. The draft RA 
contains, along with a shert descrip- 
tion of the various alternatives consid- 
ered, an explanation of the reasons for 
OSM’s choice of one alternative over 
the others. As reflected in the pream- 
ble to the proposed regulations, OSM 
has attempted to examine the poten- 
tial alternative methods of achieving 
the requirements of the Surface 
Mining Act and has opted for regula- 
tory mechanisms that it believes, sub- 
ject to public comment, will best im- 


plement the statutory mandates of the 


Act. 

Copies of the draft RA are available 
to the public at the addresses given 
above. In preparing comments on the 
proposed regulations, the public is in- 
vited to comment on the draft RA as 
well. It will be most helpful to OSM if 
those comments focus on other alter- 
natives having economic consequences 
that should be considered by OSM, 
with an explanation of the related eco- 
nomic impacts, including cost data and 
any supporting technical information. 

In order to evaluate the data devel- 
oped in the draft RA, CSM would like 
to receive, as part of the comments 
from members of the coal industry 
and any other interested parties, spe- 
cific information about the aiterna- 
tives analyzed in the draft RA and 
their related estimates of cost impacts. 

After the close of the 60-day com- 
ment period on the proposed regula- 
tions, OSM will evaluate the economic 
data and other public comments on 
the draft RA and will prepare a final 
RA. This final RA will then be availa- 
bie to the public when the final per- 
manent regulations are published on 
or about January 15, 1979. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


JOAN M. DAVENPORT, 
Assistant Secretary 
Energy and Minerals. 
[FR Doc. 78-26461 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[7710-12] 
POSTAL SERVICE 
[39 CFR Part 111] 
MAIL SECURITY REGULATIONS—PUERTO RICO 
AGENCY: Postal Service. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposed regulation 
would implement section 3 of the 
Puerto Rico Federal Relations Act by 
allowing excise tax officials of the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico to 
record for tax purposes information 
appearing on the exterior of certain 
types of parcels received at any post 
office in Puerto Rico. The proposed 
regulations would change the final im- 
plementing rule promulgated on April 
5, 1978, 43 FR 14314, which limited 
the recording of data for tax purposes 
to incoming insured, certified, or c.o.d. 
mail parcels received at the San Juan 
office. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before October 23, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Written comments should 
be directed to the Assistant General 
Counsel, Special Projects, U.S. Postal 
Service, 475 L’Enfant Plaza West SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20260. Copies of all 
written comments received will be 
available for public inspection and 
photocopying between 9 a.m. and 4 
p.m., Monday through Friday, outside 
room $000, 475 L’Enfant Piaza West 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20260. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Braun, 202-245-4620. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 3 of the Puerto Rico Federal 
Relations Act, enacted March 2, 1917, 
allows excise taxes placed on certain 
items by the Legislature of Puerto 
Rico to be levied as soon as these 
items enter Puerto Rico. The act dir- 
ects the U.S. Postal Service to assist 
the appropriate officials of the Puerto 
Rican Government in the collection of 
these taxes. 48 U.S.C. 741a (1970). To 
assist in carrying out the act, the 
Postal Service and its predecessor Post 
Office Department permitted Puerto 
Rican excise tax collection officials to 
record in the presence of a postal em- 
ployee, fer tax collecticn purposes, the 
names and addresses appearing on the 
exterior of all nonregistered mail par- 
cels appearing to contain taxable 
items that originated outside Puerto 
Rico and were received at post offices 
throughout Puerto Rico. Detailed 
instructions were issued to postal cffi- 
cials in 1960 by the Bureau of Oper- 
ations of the Post Office Department 
to this effect. 

Last year the Postal Service pro- 
posed a comprehensive revision of its 
mail security regulations which includ- 
ed a provision authorizing cooperation 
by postal officiais with Puerto Rican 
tax officials. 42 FR 18754-18758 
(1977). Although the explanatory ma- 
terial stated that the proposal “would 
continue preexisting cooperative ar- 
rangements with the * * * Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico * * *,” 42 FR 
18755, the proposed regulation literal-. 
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ly curtailed the preexisting practice by 
limiting mail examination activities to 
those conducted in the San Juan Post 
Office, and to the recording of data on 
incoming insured; certified, or c.o.d. 
mail. Proposed Postal Service Manual 
115.96, 42 FR 18758. No comments 
were received by the Postal Service 
from anyone about this aspeci of the 
proposed regulations and the Posta 
Service promulgated section 115.96 
this year as a final rule without 
change. 43 FR 14314 (1978). This 
amendment is intended to revise PSM 
115.96 to accord with the preexisting 
and longstanding administrative prac- 
tices described above, which were 
clearly not intended to be changed. 

Although exempt from the require- 
ments of the Administrative Proce- 
dure Act (5 U.S.C. 553 (b), (c)) regard- 
ing proposed rulemaking by 39 U.S.C. 
410(a), the Postal Service invites 
public comments on the following pro- 
posed revision of the Postal Service 
Manual: 

Section 115.96 of the Postal Service 
Manual ‘is revised to read as follows: 


.96 Puerto Rico. 

Under 48 U.S.C. 741la, postal employees in 
any post office in the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico are authorized to permit excise 
tax collection officials of the Common- 
wealth to record for tax collection purposes 
the names and addresses that appear on the 
exterior of all incoming parcels which 
appear to contain taxable items, except 
those sent by registered mail. A postal em- 
ployee must be present during such record- 
ing and no mail may be opened, detained, or 
delayed for this purpose. 

An appropriate amendment to 39 
CFR 111.3 to reflect this change will 
be published if the proposal is adopt- 
ed. 

‘* ROGER P. Craie, 
Deputy Generali Counsel. 


{FR Doc. 78-26533 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6569-01] 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40 CFR Port 180} 
[OPP-300016; FRL 971-6] 
TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLER- 


ANCES FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Proposed Exemptions from Requirement of a 
Tolerance for Certain Inert Ingredients in 
Pesticide Formulations 

AGENCY: Cffice of Pesticide Pro- 

grams, Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes thai 

section 180.1001 be amended by adding 





1The Postal Service Manual is incorporat- 
ed by reference in 39 CFR part 111. 
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two new inert. (or occasionally active) 
ingredients in pesticide formulations 
and changing the use pattern of a 
third. The proposal was submitted by 
varicus firms. This amendment to the 
regulations would exempt two new 
inert ingredients from the require- 
ment of a tolerence and include wheat 
in the use pattern of a third. 


DATE: Commenis must be received by . 


October 23, 1978. 


ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Federal 
Register Section, Technical Services 
Division (WH-569), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, EPA, Room 4061, East 
Tower, 401 M Street SW., Washington 
D.C. 20460. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. David Ritter, Toxicology 
Branch, Registration Division (WH- 
567), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
EPA, 202-426-2680. 


INFORMATION 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
At the request of three firms, the Ad- 
ministrator is proposing to amend 40 
CFR 180.1001 by exempting two addi- 
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tional pesticide chemicals which are 
inert (or occasionally active) ingredi- 
ents in pesticide formulation from tol- 
erance requirements and changing the 
use pattern of a third to include 
wheat. ' ° 


Inert ingredients are all ingredients 
which are not active ingredients as de- 
fined in 40 CFR 162.3(c), and includes, 
but is not iimited to the following 
types of ingredients (except when they 
have pesticidal efficacy of their own): 
Solvents such as water; baits such as 
sugar, starches, and meat €écraps; dust 
carriers such as tale and clay; fillers; 
wetting and spreading agenis; propel- 
lants in aerosol dispensers; and emulsi- 
fiers. The term inert is not intended to 
imply nontoxicity; the ingredient may 
or may not be chemicaily active. 

The preambles to proposed rulemak- 
ing documents of this nature include 
the common or chemical name of the 
substance under consideration, the 
name and address of the firm making 
the request for the exemption or 
changed use pattern, and the toxicoio- 
gical and other scientific bases used in 
arriving at a conclusion of safety in 
support of the exemption or changed, 
use pattern. 





Inert ingredient 


Firm 





Bases for approval 





Carrageenan 


Dipropylene giycon dibenzoate ................ 


Isophorone 


Marine Coiloids, Inc., P.O. Box Carrageenan at 
308, Rockland, Maine 04841. 


Dow Chemical Co 


Rohm & Haas Co., 
Independence Mall West, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19165. 


molecular 
weights over 100,009 is consid- 
ered toxicclogically safe and is 
cleared for food additive use 
under 21 CFR 172.620. Ade- 
quate toxicity data (rat and 
dog feeding studies, a rat re- 
production study, and a rat 
oncogenicity study). 

Restriction to seed treatment 
use only. 

Adequate toxicity data to sup- 
port the safety of the pro- 
posed use: 90-day dog ard rat 
feeding studies with no-observ- 
able-effect levels of 600 ppm 
and 3,000 ppm, respectively. 





Based on the above information, 
available information on the chemis- 
try of these substances, and a review 
of their use, it has been found that, 
when used in accordance with gocd ag- 
ricultural practice, these substances 
are useful and do not pose a hazard to 
the environment. It is concluded, 
therefore, that the proposed amend- 
ments to 40 CFR 180.1601 will protect 
the public health, and it is proposed 
that the regulation be established as 
set forth below. 

Any person who has registered, or 
submitted an application for the regis- 
tration of a pesticide under the Feder- 
al Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act which contains any of the in- 


gredients listed herein may request, on 
or before October 23, 1978, that this 
rulemaking proposal be referred to an 
advisory committtee in accordance 
with section 408(e) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the pro- 
posed regulation. The comments must 
bear a notation indicating both the 
subject and the petition/document 
control number, “OPP-300016.” All 
written comments filed in response to 
this notice of proposed rulemaking 
will be available for public inspection 
in the office of the Federal Register 
Section from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. 
Monday through Friday. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





42770 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


Dovuc tas D. CaMPT, 
Acting Director, 
Registration Division. 
Statutory authority: Section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 346a(e)). 
It is proposed that part 180, subpart 
D, § 180.1001 be amended by alphabeti- 
cally inserting new items in the tables 
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in paragraphs (c), (d), and (e) and by 
revising “isophorone * * *” in para- 
graph (qd), as follows: 


1. Section 180.1001 is amended by al- 
phabetically inserting the items “Car- 
rageenan * * *” in the tables in 
paragraphs (c) and (e) and “Dipropy- 
lene glycol dibenzoate * * *” in the 
a in paragraph (d) to read as fol- 
ows: 


§ 180.1001 Exemptions from the requirement of a tolerance. 


(c) * * * 


J 





Inert ingredients 





Carrageénan, conforming to 21 CFR Minimum molecular weight: 


172.620. 100,000. 


(d) *** 


» * 


Thickener. 





Inert ingredients 





Dipropylene glycol dibenzoate 


. * 


For seed treatment use only 


. 


Solvent, cosolvent. 





(e) * * * 





Inert ingredients 





Carrageenan, conforming to 21 CFR 


172.620. 100,000. 


Minimum molecular weight: 


Thickener. 





2. Section 180.1001(d) is amended by revising the item “Isophorone * * *” in 
the table to read as follows: Section 180.1001 Exemptions from the require- 


ment of a tolerance. 


(d) * * * 





Inert ingredients 





oo 


Isophorone 


Solvent and cosolvent for for- 








mulations used before crop 
emerges from soil, for post- 
emergence herbicide use on 
rice and wheat before crop 
begins to head, and for poste- 
mergence use on beets (sugar 
beets, and table beets). 





{FR Doc. 78-26456 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6560-01] 
[40 CFR Part 762] 
{[FRL 947-2; OTS-6100) 

Fully Halogenated Chlorofluoroalkanes 
Toxic Substances Control Act 
AGENCY: Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: On March 17, 1978, the 
Environmental Protection Agency pro- 
mulgated a rule (43 FR 11318) which 
will prohibit almost all of the manu- 
facturing and processing of fully halo- 
genated chlorofluoroalkanes (herein- 
after referred to as chlorofluorocar- 
bons) for those aerosol propellant uses 
which are subject to the Toxic Sub- 
stances Control Act (TSCA), 15 U.S.C. 
2601 et seq. This action proposes an 
amendment to the essential use ex- 
emption to the chlorofluorocarbon 
rule, 40 CFR 762.21(c). EPA now pro- 
poses to expand the scope of the ex- 
emption to cover total release and me- 
tered value aerosol devices. 

DATES: Comments must be received 
by the Record and Hearing Clerk by 
October 23, 1978. An informal public 
hearing will not be held unless an in- 
terested party requests one. Requests - 
for a public hearing must be received 
by the Record and Hearing Clerk by 
October 23, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: The official record of 
rulemaking is located in room 520, 
WSME, EPA Headquarters, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
The record is available for viewing and 
copying from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, excluding holidays. 
Send comments to Joni T. Repasch, 
202-755-1188, Record and Hearing 
Clerk, at the above address. Requests 
for public hearing must also be sent to 
the Record and Hearing Clerk. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
James D. Silverman, Office of Toxic 
Substances (TS-794), Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M. Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, 202- 
755-0920. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
I. REQUESTS TO AMEND THE PESTICIDE 
ESSENTIAL USE EXEMPTION 

EPA’s chlorofluorocarbon rule con- 
tains an essential use exemption for 
“Flying insect pesticides for use in 
nonresidential food handling areas 
except when applied by total release 
or metered valve aerosol devices and 
for space spraying of aircraft.” (40 
CFR 762.21(c).) EPA now proposes to 
expand the scope of the exemption to 
cover total release and metered valve 
aerosol devices. 
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As originally proposed the pesticide 
exemption permitted manufacture and 
processing of chlorofluorocarbons for 
use in aerosol pesticide devices intend- 
ed for nonresidential food-handling 
uses. After reviewing the many de- 
tailed comments discussing the variety 
of aerosol devices and uses in food-re- 
lated industries and institutions, EPA 
revised the rule to exempt only those 
aerosol devices that were not metered 
valve or total release devices. This re- 
vision was based on the finding that 
there were other methods of applica- 
tion and that the benefit derived from 
using the chiorofluorocarbon propeli- 
lant, i.e., minimizing use of the pesti- 
cide, was offset by the additional expo- 
sure from metered valve and total re- 
lease devices (which are often released 
automatically regardless of the need 
to apply the pesticide at that time). 
(See revised essential use determina- 
tion support document, pp. B-5 to B- 
10, Mar. 17, 1978.) 

Since promulgation several pesticide 
firms have requested that the rule be 
amended to delete the distinction ap- 
pearing in the final rule. In essence, 
they have asserted that there is no en- 
vironmental or health basis for distin- 
guishing between metered valve and 
total release devices and other aerosol 
devices. EPA believes that use of me- 
tered valve and total release devices is 
likely to lead to increased human ex- 
posure to pesticide residues; however, 
other considerations have caused the 
Agency to conclude that the appropri- 
ate emphasis in considering the pesti- 
cide exemption from this rule should 
not be on the device (i.c., metered 
valve cr totai release) used to apply 
the pesticide. 

In evaluating industry’s comments 
to the final rule, EPA has become 
aware that the problems associated 
with metered vaive and total release 
devices involve safety, efficacy, and 
legal considerations that go signifi- 
cantly beyond the chlorofluorocarbon 
issue that is the focus of this rule. The 
Office of Pesticide Programs (OPP) is 
engaged in an ongoing evaluation of 
these devices which ultimately will 
result in a decision to reregister or not 
reregister them under the Federal in- 
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act. Therefore, the agency has decid- 
ed to consider the chiorofluorocarbon 
aspect of the problem during the rere- 
gistration proceedings rather than to 
introduce the issues OPP is already 
considering further into this proceed- 
ing. Accordingly, EPA now proposes to 
amend the pesticide exemption to in- 
clude metered valve and total release 
devices. Further evaluation and regu- 
lation will be carried out by OPP with 
the aid of the Office of Toxic Sub- 
stances. 

Requests also have been made to 
amend the rule to allow pesticide ex- 
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emptions for uses in barns, drug, and 
cosmetic plants, and hospitals. These 
requests were submitted, considered, 
and rejected during the rulemaking 
period. Because no new evidence has 
been presented that would justify re- 
consideration of these points, the re- 
quests are hereby denied. 


II. Requests ‘T'o CLARIFY THE 
PESTICIDE ESSENTIAL USE EXEMPTION 


Various pesticide registrants have 
asked for further guidance concerning 
EPA’s interpretation of nonresidential 
food handling areas (as defined in 40 
CFR 762.21(c)). The final essential use 
support document listed food-handling 
areas in commercial cr institutional 
kitchens, dining areas, and pantries as 
examples of what would be considered 
to be covered by the exemption. Fur- 
ther examples of permissible sites are 
nonresidential food-handling areas of 
supermarkets, food plants, food ware- 
houses; bottling plants, hospitals, 
nursing homes, day-care centers, 
hotels, motels and egg and milk han- 
dling areas of dairies and chicken 
houses. 


Ill. Reguests FoR NEw ESSENTIAL USE 
EXEMPTIONS 


Belated requests were also received 
to allow new exemptions for preducts 
used for scuba diving equipment and 
for crack detectors in nuclear reactors. 
Although these requests contained no 
information which could not have 
been submitted during the comment 
period on the rule, EPA in its discre- 
tion is considering these requests be- 
cause of the significance of the uses. 
Because these products have both ci- 
vilian and military uses. EPA has re- 
ferred the requesters to the Depart- 
ment of Defense (DOD) pursuant to 
the memorandum of understanding 
between DOD and EPA. Depending on 
DOD’s and EPA’s findings about the 
essentiality of the chiorofluorccarbon 
propeliant, the Agency will decide 
later whether to grant or deny the re- 
quests. 


IV. COMMENT PERIOD 


Because of the relatively minor 
nature of this amendment and EPA’s 
cesire to promulgate the change 
before the effective date of the chloro- 
fluorocarbon rule, a 30-day comment 
period, rather than the usual 60-day, 
is provided. 

Dated: September 8, 1978. 

Dovucias COSTLE, 
Administraicr. 

It is proposed to amend 40 CFR by 
revising part 762 as follows: 

By revising § 762.2i(c) to read as fol- 
lows: 
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§ 762.21 Essential use exemptions. 

(c) Flying insect pesticides: (1) For 
use in nonresidential food handling 
areas, and (2) for space spraying of air- 
craft. 

(Sec. 6, Pub. L. 94-469, 90 Stat. 2020 (15 
U.S.C. 2605).) ; 
{FR Doc. 78-26564 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-10] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Office of the Secretary 
[41 CFR Pert 114-50] 


UNIFORM RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND 
REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES 


Elimination to Exception to Nonallowable 
Moving Expenses Relating fo Site Improve- 
ment 


AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, In- 
terior. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak- 
ing. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites com- 
ments on a proposal to amend depart- 
mental regulations pertaining to im- 
plementation and administration of 
Pub. L. 91-646 (Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acauisi- 


> inate the 
exception to nonallowabie moving ex- 
penses relating to site improvement re- 
quired by law. This action would con- 
form Interior policy on this subject 
with those of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 


DATE: Comments must be received by 
Octeber 23, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Send comments to the 
Chief, Division cf Preperty Manage- 
ment, Office of Administrative and 
Management Policy (PAM/PM), 
Room 5310, Department of the Interi- 
or, Washington, D.C. 20240. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

James O. Wyatt, Chief, Division of 

Property Management, telephone 

202-343-3185. 
SUPPLEMENT INFORMATION: 
All written comments made pursuant 
to this notice will be available 
public inspection at the Division of 
Property Management (Room 5310) 
Department of the Interior, during 

to 

4:15 p.m. (except holidays). The pri- 
mary author of this proposal is 
George W. Sandberg, Room 5310, De- 
partment of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240 (phone 343-3185). 


Nore.—The Department of the Interior 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an economic impact statement under 


for 
Awa 
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Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
No. A-107. 


Dated; September 14, 1978. 


RICHARD R. HITE, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Depariment of the Interior. 


41 CFR 114-50 is amended as fol- 
lows: 
Subpart 114-50.6—Meoving and Related 
Expenses 
Amend § 114-50.601-2 to read as fol- 
lows: 
§ 114-50.601-2 Nonallowable moving ex- 
penses and losses. 


2 . * 2 s 


(c) Improvements to the replace- 
ment site. 


{FR Doc. 78-26507 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-60] 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
biaterials Transportation Bureau 
[49 CFR Part 192] 
iDocket No. OPS-29; Reference Notice 74- 


TRANSPORTATION OF NATURAL AND OTHER 
GAS BY PIPELINE 


Rec dations of the National 
Transportation Safety Board 


AGENCY: Materials Transportation 
Bureau. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of advance 
notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: Rulemaking action rec- 
ommended by the National Transpor- 
tation Safety Board (NTSB) concern- 
ing telemetry of pressure or flow data 
te warn of system failures, the defini- 
tion of an “emergency,” and closing 
designated valves in an emergency is 
not considered appropriate in light of 
public comments and current safety 
standards. The notice of proposed 
rulemaking is withdrawn. 

POR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


L. Furrow 202-426-0135. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 21, 1974, the Office of Pipe- 
line Safety issued an advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) 
(notice 74-4; 39 FR 24027, June 28, 
1974) inviting public comments on 
three recommendations for rulemak- 
ing made by the NTSB in its report 
No. NTSB-PAR-74-3, titled, “Pipeline 
Accident Report—Missouri Public 
Service Co., Clinton, Mo., December 9, 
1972.” The report involved a gas explo- 
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sion where operator personnel arrived 
50 minutes before the incident but did 


- not shut off the flow of gas until 1 


hour and 40 minutes afterward. The 
NTSB’s rulemaking recommendations 
were: P-74-16. Revise 49 CFR 192.741 
to require pipeline operators to tele- 
meter gas pressure or flow data in 
such a@ way as to insure prompt warn- 
ings of significant sysiem failures 
shown by pressure or flow changes. 
The type and location of the data 
points should be considered on an indi- 
vidual basis and should include single- 
fed systems serving substantial num- 
bers of customers. 

P-74-17. Define what constitutes an 
emergency and provide clarification of 
the requiements of emergency proce- 
dures under 49 CFR 192.615, emergen- 
cy plans. 

P-74-18. Require that designated 
emergency valves be the valves closed 
initially when a section of main is re- 
quired to be isolated in an emergency. 

There were 72 persons who respond- 
ed to the ANPRM; and the Depart- 
ment’s Technical Pipeline Safety 
Standards Committee (TPSSC) dis- 
cussed the matter at a meeting in 
Washington, D.C., om October 31, 
1974. 

There were no favorable comments 
with regard to recommendation. P-74- 
16. A large majority of the com- 
menters and the TPSSC stated that 
with few exceptions, telemetered pres- 
sure or flow data would not show the 
difference between normal variations 
in gas flow and hazardous pipeline 
leaks. Other commenters pointed out 
that a large number of data collection 
points would be necessary for a data 
telemetry system to he effective, 
which would be teo costly in light of 
potential benefits. Other commenters 
stated that a pipeline failure could 
only be detected from telemetered 
Gata by an experienced, trained ob- 
server who is familiar with the pipe- 
line system involved, and even then 
the data. would not show the location 
of the failure. Still other commenters 
argued that available telemetry equip- 
ment has been unreliable and its usage 
couid lead to operational problems. 

The Materials Transportation 
Bureau (MTB) agrees with these com- 
ments and also the view expressed by 
some commenters and the TPSSC that 
surveillance as well as employee and 
customer education are better ways of 
reasonably providing prompt leak de- 
tection than an unproven data telem- 
etry system. Surveillance is the sub- 
ject of several part 192 regulations 
(e.g., §3 192.613 and 192.723) and oper- 
ating instructions for employees are 
covered by §§192.603 and 192.605. 
Also, since the ANPRM was issued, 
part 192 has been amended (Amend- 
ment 192-24, 41 FR 13587, March 31, 
1978) to require that operators pre- 


pare and follow more detailed emer- 
gency procedures, and that personnel 
and customer education programs be 
conducted (see § 192.615). In addition 
to these current requirements, future 
rulemaking that is planned on the spe- 
cifics of operating procedures should 
further help resolve the problems of 
early leak detection and timely opera- 
tor response. For these reasons, recom- 
mendation P-74-16 has not been 
adopted. 

Recommendation P-74-17, regarding 
emergency plans, was adopted in part 
by amendment 192-24. However, that 
amendment did not provide a defini- 
tion of “emergency.” Most com- 
menters to the ANPRM and the 
TPSSC were against establishing a 
definition in part 192 because the term 
is generally understood and adopting 
any other meaning might restrict the 
applicability of the required emergen- 
cy procedures (§ 192.615). MTB agrees. 
The current dictionary definition of 
the term “‘emergency” provides for the 
widest possible application of an oper- 
ater’s emergency procedures in light 
of the variations in gas systems and 
different situations that can occur re- 
guiring immediate operator response. 

All the commenters and the TPSSC 
opposed recommendation P-74-18. 
Some of the _ significant reasons 
against it were: (1) Closing valves 
could present a greater hazard than 
the leak to be isolated, (2) an operator 
should be free to use the nearest avail- 
able valves rather than predesignated 
ones, (3) often pipe can be dug up and 
isclated at the point of leakage by 
other means before valves can he 
closed and the pipeline blown down to 
reduce the pressure on a leak, and (4) 
due to the variations in operating con- 
ditions, the best regulatory approach 
is to require operators to develop pro- 
cedures for isolating any line section 
in an emergency. MTB agrees with 
these views and has not adopted the 
recommendation. It should be noted 
that as a result of amendment 192-24, 
§ 192.615(aX6) requires operators to 
have and follow the necessary isola- 
tion and shutdown procedures. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
the ANPRM is hereby withdrawn. 

(49 U.S.C. 1672; 49 CFR 1.53, App. A of part 
1 and App. A of part 102.) 


‘Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 15, 1978. 


CESAR DE LEON, 
Associate Director for Pipeline 
Safety Regulation Materials 
Transportation Bureau. 


[FR Doc. 73-26499 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4910-60] 


[49 CFR Part 192] 


[Docket No. OPS-31; Reference Notice 74- 
, 7) 


TRANSPORTATION OF NATURAL AND OTHER 
GAS BY PIPELINE 


Definition of Gathering Line 


AGENCY: Materials Transportation 
Bureau; DOT. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of notice or pro- 
posed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This document with- 
draws a notice of proposed rulemaking 
to establish a new definition of the 
term “gathering line’. The proposed 
new definition of the term “gathering 
line” does not satisfactorily identify 
pipelines used in the gathering of gas 
but a new definition is no longer 
needed. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


L. Furrow, 202-426-0135. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On September 20, 1974, the Office of 
Pipeline Safety issued a notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking to establish a new 
definition in part 192 of the term 
“gathering line” (notice 74-7; 39 FR 
34569, September 26, 1974). The term 
was to be defined as “a pipeline that 
transports gas from the point where 
gas is produced to the end of any 
treatment or other processing neces- 
sary to make the gas generaily fit for 
consumers.” 

The proposed definition was intend- 
ed to provide a clearer understanding 
of whether the Federal gas pipeline 
safety standards then in effect (part 
192) did or did not apply to a given 


INFORMATION 
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pipeline located outside populated 
areas. The need for the proposal arose 
because the Natural Gas Pipeline 
Safety Act of 1968 (NGPSA) (49 
U.S.C. 1671 et seq.), which then pro- 
vided the sole statutory authority for 
the Federal standards, provides for 
Federal regulation of the transmission 
and distribution of gas in locations 
outside populated areas but not the 
gathering of gas in those areas. 

There were 30 persons who respond- 
ed to the invitation for public com- 
ments in notice 74-7. Twenty-seven of 
these commenters and the Depart- 
ment’s Technical Pipeline Safety 
Standards Committee (TPSSC), who 
discussed the proposal at a meeting on 
October 31, 1974, objected to the pro- 
posed definition, basically on grounds 
that it would not accomplish its objec- 
tive. The primary reason which the 
commenters and the TPSSC advanced 
for their objections was that the pro- 
posed definition contained many 
words and phrases which are open to 
varied interpretation. For example, de- 
pending on the circumstances in- 
volved, a wet gas might be “generally 
fit for consumers” in some cases but 
not others. Also, if the meaning of the 
word “treatment” were to include 
edorization or the addition of propane 
to natural gas, some distribution lines 
would become gathering lines under 
the proposed definition. The only 
remedy which the Materials Transpor- 
tation Bureau (MTB) sees for this 
definitional problem would require the 
establishment of a full set of defini- 
tions, covering the various terms relat- 
ed to the complex field of gas gather- 
ing. 

Rather than propose further defini- 
tions, MTB has reconsidered the need 
to adopt a new definition of the term 
“sathering line” in light of current 
legislation. After issuance of notice 74- 
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7, the Transportation Safety Act of 
1974 (49 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) was en- 
acted. Title I of this act, the “Hazard- 
ous Materials Transportation Act,” au- 
thorizes the Department to prescribe 
and enforce “regulations for the safe 
transportation in commerce of hazard- 
ous materials.” This authority covers 
gas pipelines that are not subject to 
the NGPSA, which for the most} part 
includes gas gathering lines located 
outside populated areas. As a conse- 
quence, MTB has exercised this au- 
thority to extend the scope of part 192 
to cover certain offshore gas gathering 
lines (Amdt. 192-27, 41 FR 34598, 
August 16, 1976). Although the au- 
thority has not yet been applied under 
part 192 to regulate onshore gas gath- 
ering lines located outside populated 
areas, MTB has proposed to enlarge 
the scope of the leak reporting re- 
quirements in 49 CFR Part 191 to 
cover these pipelines (docket No. OPS- 
49, notice 1; 43 FR 24478, June 5, 
1978). Given this state of events, with 
part 192 now applicable to offshore 
gathering lines and rulemaking action 
underway with regard to rural onshore 
gathering lines, MTB believes there is 
no longer a pressing need to adopt a 
new definition of gathering lines to 
distinguish them from other pipelines 
in rural areas for jurisdictional pur- 
poses. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
notice 74-7 is hereby withdrawn. 


(49 U.S.C. 1672; 49 CFR 1.53, App. A of Part 
l and App. A of Part 102.) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 15, 1978. 


Crsar DE LEon, 
Associate Director for Pipeline 
Safety Reguiation Materials 
Transportation Bureau. 


{FR Doc. 78-26498 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6110-01] 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


COMMITTEE ON LICENSES AND 
AUTHORIZATIONS 


Meeting 


Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
Committee on Licenses and Authoriza- 
tions of the Administrative Confer- 
ence of the United States, to be held 
at 106 a.m., Thursday, October 12, 1978, 
at the office of O’Melveny & Myers, 
1800 M Street NW., Suite 500 South, 
Washington, D.C. 

The Committee will meet to discuss 
its diu‘t recommendation on govern- 
ment agency use of voluntary stand- 
ards and the report on this subject by 
Prof. Robert W. Hamilton. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public, but limited to the space availa- 
ble. Persons wishing to attend should 
notify this office at least 2 days in ad- 
vance. The Committee Chairman, if he 
deems it appropriate, may permit 
members of the public to present oral 
statements at the meeting; any 
member of the public may file a writ- 
ten statement with the Committee 
before, during or after the meeting. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting contact David M. 

itzker, 202-254-7065. Minutes of the 
meeting will be available on request. 


RIcHARD K. BERG, 
Executive Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 


[FR Doc. 78-26521 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[3410-16] 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Soil Conservation Service 


BRISCOE FLOODWATER RETARDING 
STRUCTURE B.C. & D. MEASURE, NEBR. 


intent Not Te Prepare an Environmental Impaci 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1968; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 
1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 


partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the 
Briscoe Floodwater Retarding Struc- 
ture R.C. & D. Measure, Garden 
County, Nebr. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Benny Martin, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are 
not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for in- 
stallation of a floodwater retarding 
structure to reduce floodwater dam- 
ages to irrigated crops, pastures, other 
agriculture properties, roads, and 
bridges. The planned works of im- 
provement include a compacted earth- 
fill dam with a corrugated metal prin- 
cipal spillway. An emergency spillway 
will be excavated in the earth abut- 
ment and will be vegetated. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. A basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Benny 
Martin, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, Federal Build- 
ing-U.S. Courthouse, Room 345, Lin- 
coin, Nebr. 68508, telephone 402-471- 
5300. An environmental impact ap- 
praisal has been prepared and sent to 
various Federal, State, and local agen- 
cies and interested parties. A limited 
number of copies of the environmental 
impact appraisal are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above ad- 
dress. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 23, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


[FR Doc. 78-26478 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


FM 830 BOAT RAMP RECREATION 
DEVELOPMENT R.C. & D. MEASURE, TEXAS 


Intent Not to prepare an Environmental Impect 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 
1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the FM 
830 Boat Ramp Recreation Develop- 
ment R.C. & D. Measure, Montgomery 
County, Tex. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. George C. 
Marks, State Conservationist, has de- 
termined that the preparation and 
review of an environmental impact 
statement are not needed for this proj- 
ect. ‘ : 

A plan was jointly developed with 
the Montgomery County Commission- 
ers Court and the Montgomery- 
Walker Soil and Water Conservation 
District to help local people solve their 
resource problems and protect and im- 
prove the quality of the human envi- 
ronment. ; 

The measure concerns a plan for in- 
stalling basic water-based recreation 
facilities and erosion control measures 
on a 6-acre tract of land on the east 
shore of Lake Conroe in Montgomery 
County, Tex. The planned recreation 
facilities include pave parking areas, a 
paved approach to an existing boat 
ramp, restrooms, a sidewalk, picnic 
units, trash receptacles, a water foun- 
tain, lighting, and landscaping. Ero- 
sion control measures to be installed 
to control critical shoreline erosion in- 
clude bulkheading and backfilling 
along the lake shoreline; establish- 
ment of permanent vegetation and 
constructing a barrier fence to protect 
the treated area. The installation is 
planned over a l-year period. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
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mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. George 
C. Marks, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, W. R. Poage 
Federal Building, 101 South Main, 
Temple, Tex. 76501, telephone 817- 
774-1214. An environmental impact 
appraisal has been prepared and sent 
to various Federal, State, and local 
agencies and interested parties. A lim- 
ited number of copies of the environ- 
mental impact appraisal are available 
to fill single copy requests at the 
above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 23, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 


Assistant Administrator for 


Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-26479 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


NAVARINO WILDLIFE AREA CRITICAL AREA 
TREATMENT AND PUBLIC WATER-BASED FISH 
AND WILDLIFE R.C. & D. MEASURE, WIS. 


intent Not To Prepare An Environmental 
impact Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2XC) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 
1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the Na- 
varino Wildlife Area Critical Area 
Treatment and Public Water-Based 
Fish and Wildlife R.C. & D. Measure, 
Shawano County, Wis. 

The environmental assessment of 
this Federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. J. C. Hyiry, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are 
not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
critical area treatment and water- 
based fish and wildlife development. 
The pianned works of improvement in- 
clude the installation of flowages, level 
ditches, potholes, parking areas, and 
an overlook on portions of the 13,579- 
acre State-owned Navarino Wildlife 
Area. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 


NOTICES 


mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. J. C. 
Hytry, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, 4601 Hammers- 
ley Road, Madison, Wisconsin 53711, 
telephone 608-252-5341. An environ- 
mental impact appraisal has been pre- 
pared and sent to various Federal, 
State, and local agencies and interest- 
ed parties. A limited number of copies 
of the environmental impact appraisal 
are available to fill single copy re- 
quests at the above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 23, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 
[FR Doc. 78-26480 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


WEST CLINTON FLOOD PREVENTION &.C. & D. 
MEASURE, IND. 


Intent Not to Prepare an Environmenta! impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2.C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (490 CFR Part 
1500); and the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the 
Soil Conservation Service, U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact state- 
ment is not being prepared for the 
West Clinton Flocd Prevention R.C. & 
D. Measure, Vermillion County, ind. 

The environmental assessment of 
this Federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Buell M. Fergu- 
son, State Conservationist, has deier- 
mined that the preparation and review 
of an environmental impact statement 
are not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
flood prevention. The planned works 
of improvement include subsurface 
drains, storm drains, a grass waterway, 
critical area planting and a water stor- 
age basin. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mentai Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Buell 
M. Ferguson, State Conservationist, 
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Soil Conservation Service, Corporate 
Square-West, Suite 2200, 5610 Craw- 
fordsville Road, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46224, telephone 317-269-6515. An en- 
vironmental impact appraisal has been 
prepared and sent to various Federal, 
State, and local agencies and interest- 
ed parties. A limited number of copies 
of the environmental impact appraisal 
are available to fill single copy re- 
quests at the above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until October 23, 1978. 

(Cataiog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 


and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590a-f, q.) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Waiter Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service, 


{FR Doc. 78-26481 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[6335-01] 
COMMISSION ON CiViL RIGHTS 
OHIO ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda ond Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 
Ohio advisory committee (SAC) of the 
Commission wili convene at 10 a.m., 
and will end at 4 p.m., on October 14, 
1978, Imperial 400 Motel Inc., 665 
West Broad, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
(Room 103.) 

Persons wishing to attend this open 
meeting should contact the committee 
chairperson, or the midwestern region- 
al office of the Commission, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, 32d Floor, Chicago, 
Ill. 60604. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss the proposed police community 
relations project. 

This meeting will be conducted pur- 
suant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 18, 1978. 


JOHN I. BINKLEY, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


[FR Doc. 78-26489 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[3510-07] 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Bureau of the Census 


CENSUS ADVISORY COMMITTEE OF THE 
AMERICAN ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION 


Public Meeting 


Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C. 
App. (1976), notice is hereby given 
that the Census Advisory Committee 
of the American Economic Association 
will convene on October 13, 1978, at 
9:15 a.m., in Room 2424, Federal Build- 
ing 3, at the Bureau of the Census in 
Suitland, Md. 

The Census Advisory Committee of 
the American Economic Association 
advises the Director, Bureau of the 
Census, on technical matters, accuracy 
levels, and conceptual problems con- 
cerning the the economic censuses; re- 
views major aspects of the Bureau’s 
programs, and advises on the role of 
analysis within the Bureau and the 
need for providing data in more detail. 

The Committee is composed of 15 
members of the American Economic 
Association. 

The agenda for the meeting, 
is scheduled to adjourn at 4 p.m 
(1) Introductory remarks by the Dire 
tor of the Census Bureau, including: 
staff changes, major budget program 
development, and other topics of cur- 
rent interest; (2) status 
the 1980 census; (3) 1980 census- 
for coverage improvement, and prete 
results; (4) compari 
of the i972 Census of f Co at 
dustries and Value a1 
tion Put in Piace Serie 
nomic Censuses Ev 
(6) plans to improat 
ment of econoz 
gress report j 
Program Parti icip at exe { 
discussion, question 
dations; and ($) pra 
next meeting. 

_ The meeting e € t h 
public, and rief period will be set 
aside for public comment and 
tions. Extensive questions or state- 
ments must be submitted in writing to 
the committee control officer at least 
3 days prior to the meeting. 

Persons planning to aitend and 
wishing additional information con- 
cerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit written statements may con- 
tact the Committee Control Officer, 
Mr. Elmer Biles, Senior Economic Ad- 
visor, Bureau of the Census, Room 
3061, Federal Building 3, Suitland, Md. 
(Mail address: Washington, D.C. 
20233.) Telephone 301-763-7184. 


~ ot f t} note 
_ Cf une Fesurt 


ques- 


NOTICES 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 
MANUEL D. PLOTKIN, 
Director, 
Bureau of the Census. 
{FR Doc. 78-26512 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-24] 
Economic Development Administration 


BARONESS LEATHER PRODUCTS, INC. AND 
LIDO FASHIONS, INC. 


Petitions for Determinations of Eligibility Te 
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance 


Petitions were accepted for filing 
from two firms: (1) Baroness Leather 
Products, Inc., 284 State Street, Perth 
Amboy, N.J. 08861, a producer of 
handbags and luggage (accepted Sep- 
tember 13, 1978); and (2) Lido Fash- 
ions, Inc., 104 Gray Street, Paterson, 
N.J. 07501, a producer of women’s 
coats (accepted September 15, 1978). 
The petitions were accepted pursuant 
to Section 251 of the Trade Act of 
1974 (Pub. L. 93-618) and § 315 23 of 
the adjustment assistance regulations 
for firms and communities 3 CFR 
Part 315). 

Consequently, the United S Stat es De- 
partment of Commerce has initiated 
separate investigations to determine 
whether increased imports into the 
United States of articles like or direct 
ly cor apr with those produced 

i firm contributed importa! 
_part oon sepai ation 
I * thre eat the: 
in peice or productic! 
titicning firm. 
arty hav “ing a substantial i 
* proceec a may rege 
‘arming on “the e€ matter 
hearing mu 
ief, Trade 


sonomic 


Ti r 
+ ho 
st be rec 


velopment 
Department 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
industry and Trade Administration 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Office of the Secretary 
BUREAU OF TRADE REGULATION 
Proposed Annual Rules; Correction 


AGENCY: Bureau of Trade Regula- 
tion, Industry and Trade Administra- 
tion, Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Proposed annual rules; cor- 
rection. 


In FR Doc. 78-25262 appearing at 
page 40048 in the FEDERAL REGISTER of 
September 8, 1978, the “DATE” para- 
graph is corrected in the third line of 
that paragraph by changing ‘October 
15” to “October 16”. 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


RAvER H. MEYER, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secre- 
tary for Trade Regulation, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. 


JOHN E. DE YOUNG, 
Acting Director, Office of Terri- 
torial Affairs, U.S. Department 
of the Interior. 


(FR Doc. 78-26519 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[3510-22] 
‘DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Neticnal Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 
ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMITS 
Receipt of Application for Permit 
Notice 
cant } 


B hereby given that an appli- 
applied in due form for a 
permit to take marine mammals as au- 
therized by the Marine Mammal Pro- 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1497), the regulatic ns governing the 
mporiing of marine mam- 
50 Cc! R Part 218), the Endan- 
ies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
and the ri egulations gov- 

fi and wildlife 


> 
te me aria it 


cu 


Ss 217- 222). 
William W. 
Ophthaimology 


Address: Department 
J. Hillis Miller 
}-284, University 

of Medicine, 


Sei 


cientific Re- 


ie animals: 
fegapter no- 
-t oothed dolphin 
ake Spotted dol- 
phin (Steneiia fronitalis), 6; Bottlenose 
dolphin (Tursions truncatus), 6; 
Risso’s dolphin (Grampus griseus), 6; 
Spinner dolphin (Stenella longiros- 
tris), 6; Gray-pigmy killer whale 
(Feresa attenuata), 6; False killer 
whale (Pseudorca crasside ns), 6; Killer 
whale (Orcinus orca), 6; Short finned 
pilot whale (Globicephala macrorhyn- 
cha), 6; Sperm whale (Physeter cato- 
don), 6; Dwarf sperm whale (Kogia 
simus), 6; Goose-beaked whale (Zt- 
phius cavirostris), 6. 
4. Type of take: Collect and import 
specimens made available by commer- 
cial fisheries. 
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5. Location of activity: Windward Is- 
lands; controlled: by the Grenadian 
Government. 

6. Period of activity: 3 years. 

The arrangements and facilities for 
transporting and maintaining the 
marine mammals requested in the 
above described application have been 
inspected by a licensed veterinarian, 
who has certified that such arrange- 
ments and facilities are adequate to 
provide for the well-being of the 
marine mammals involved. 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
the Secretarty of Commerce is for- 
warding copies of this application to 
the Marine Mammal Commission and 
the Committee of Scientific Advisors. 

Written data or views, or requests 
for a public hearing on this applica- 
tion should be submitted to the Assist- 
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Service, De- 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20235, by October 23, 1978. Those 
individuals requesting a hearing 
should set forth the specific reasons 
why a hearing on this particular appli- 
cation would be. appropriate. The 
holding of such hearing is at the dis- 
cretion of the Assistant Administrator 
for Fisheries. 

All statements and opinions con- 
tained in this application are summar- 
ies of those of the applicant and do 
not necessarily reflect the views of the 
Nationa! Marine Fisheries Service. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are availa- 
ble for review in the following offices: 

Assistant Administrator for Fisher- 
ies, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
3300 Whitehaven Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C.; and Regional Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Southeast Region, 9450 Koger Boule- 
vard, St. Petersburg, Fla. 33702. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


RIcHARD B. Ror, 
Acting Director. Office of Marine 
Mammal and Endangered Spe- 
cies, National Marine Fisher- 
ies Service. 


(FR Doc. 78-26460 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-17] 
Office of the Secretary 
GRANTS ADMINISTRATION TASK FORCE 
Meeting 


Announcement is made of the fol- 
lowing Grants Administration Task 
Force meeting: 


Name: Department of Commerce Grants 
Administration Task Force. 

Date: October 6, 1978. 

Place: Conference rcom 4830, Main Com- 
merce Building, 14th Street and Constitu- 
tion Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 


NOTICES 


Time: 9 a.m. to 12 p.m.; 1:30 p.m. to 3 p.m. 

Proposed Agenda: 9 a.m. to 9:15 a.m.: Over- 
view of grants administration issues by 
the Task Force. 9:15 a.m. to 12 a.m.: Dis- 
cussion of issues and concerns by the 
public. 1:30 p.m. to 3 p.m.: Questions and 
answers. 

Purpose of meeting: The Task Force 
will highlight the principal grants ad- 
ministration issues that have been 
identified for the development of de- 
partmental policy and recommenda- 
tions. The representatives from the 
pubiic will be asked to identify areas 
of grants administration that they 
would like the Task Force to consider 
for policy formulation. 

Meeting of the Task Force is open to 
the public. It may be necessary to 
limit the number of minutes that each 
person speaks. Reservations may be 
made; otherwise, attendance will be on 
a first-come-first-serve basis. 

All communications regarding this 
meeting should be addressed to Ms. 
Virginia Robinson, Chairperson, 
Grants Administration Task’ Force, 
Department of Commerce, Room 5725, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 


Gary W. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
Sor Administration. 


{FPR Doc. 78-26670 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





{3128-01} 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Economic Reguiatory Administration 
NORTHERN STATES POWER CC. 500 kV 
INTERNATIONAL TRANSMISSION LINE 
Avaiichbility of Dreft Environmental! impact 
Statement 
AGENCY: Department of Energy, 
Economic Regulatory Administration. 
ACTION: Notice of availability of 
draft environmental impact statement. 
SUMMARY: The 
Energy gives notice of the availability 
of the draft environmenta! 

statement (EIS) for the 


States Power Co. 500 kV International 
Transmission Line, DOE/EIS-0032-D. 


Departm: ent 


DATE: Comments must be received by 
October 31, 1978 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


James HM. Brown, Jr., Systems Reli- 
ability and Emergency Response 
Branch, Department of Energy, 
Room 538—Vanguard Building, 2000 
M Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20461, 202-634-5620. 

Robert J. Stern, Office of Environ- 
ment, Department of Energy, Room 
7119—Federal Building, 12th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20461, 202-566-9760. 

Lise Courtney Howe, Office of Gen- 
eral Counsel, Department of Energy, 


NFORMATION 


42777 


Room 5116—Federal Building, 12th 
& Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20461, 202-566-9995 or 
202-566-9380. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The draft was prepared pursuant to 
the requirements of the National Envi- 
ronmental Policy Act of 1969, to ana- 
lyze the environmental impacts of a 
500 Kv transmission line extending 
from Forbes, Minn. to the United 
States-Canadian border. ‘his facility 
wouid be constructed and operated by 
the Northern States Power Co. and 
the Minnesota Power & Light Co. to 
exchange electric energy with the 
Manitoba Hydroelectric Board. The 
construction of this facility will re- 
quire the issuance of a Presidential 
permit by DOE. 

Copies of the draft EIS have been 
distributed for review and comment to 
appropriate Federal, Minnesota and 
local agencies, and other organizations 
and individuals who are known to 
have an interest in these activities. 

Copies of the statement are also 
available for public inspection between 
the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except holi- 
days, at the following DOE public 
reading rooms: 


Library. Department of Energy, 
chusetts Ave. 
20545. 

Freedom of Information Reading Room, De- 
partment of Energy, Room 2107 (Box 
VQ)—Federal Bldg., 12th and Pennsylva- 
nia Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Albuquerque Operations Office, National 
Atomic Museum, Kirtland Air Force Base, 
Albuque! ‘que, N. Mex. #7115. 

Chicago Operations Office, 9800 South Cass 
Ave., Argonne, Tl. 60439. 

Chicago Operations Office, 175 West Jack- 
son oy Chicago, Ml. 60604. 

Idah Op 2erat BS Office, 550 

Id 2ho x Fall S, 0" 8340 1. 

Nevada Oper aticr ns Office, 
land Dr., Las Ve gas, Nev. 

Oak Rid j ige Operations Offic 
Oak E ridge, Tenn. 37830. 

od Operati on Office 


26 Bassa- 
NW., Washington, D.C. 


Second St., 


Operat ions Office, Savan- 


nt, Aiken, S.C. 29801. 


Individual copies of the draft envi- 
ronmental impact statement are avail- 
able upon request at the Systems Reli- 
ability and Emergency Response 
Branch, Depar tment of Energy. Room 
5338, Vanguard Buiiding, 2000 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Comments and views concerning the 
draft environmental impact statement 
are requested from other interested 
agencies, organizations and individ- 
uals. Commentors are requested to 
mail fifteen (15) copies of the com- 
ments to docket PP-63, Department of 
Energy, Room 4070, Vanguard Buiid- 
ing, 2000 M Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20461. Comments received on the 


gee Ri ver PI lar 
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draft environmental impact statement 
will be considered in the preparation 
of the final statement if received by 
DOE on or before October 31, 1978. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 18, 1978. 
WIt.1aM P. Davis, 
Deputy Director 
of Administration. 
{FR Doc. 78-26516 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[3128-01] 


Office of Environment 


([DOE/EIS-0003] 


PROTON-PROTON STORAGE ACCELERATOR 
FACILITY (ISABELLE), BROOKHAVEN NA- 
TIONAL LABORATORY, UPTON, N.Y. 


Availability of Final Environmental impact 
Statement 


Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Department of Energy (DOE) has 
issued a final environmental impact 
statement, DOE/EIS-0003, Proton- 
Proton Storage Accelerator Facility 
(Isabelle), Brookhaven National Labo- 
ratory, Upton, N.Y. The statement 
was prepared pursuant to implementa- 
tion of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 to provide environ- 
mental input into DOE’s preposed leg- 
islative action requesting funds for the 
construction and operation of a 
proton-proton colliding beam facility 
(Isabelle). The statement assesses the 
potential incrementai environmental 
impacts associated with the construc- 
tion and operation of Isabelle at the 
Brookhaven Nationai Laboratory. 

The Isabelle facility will be used for 
advanced research in the DOE high 
energy physics program and will pro- 
vide higher levels of interaction 
energy than are presently available. 

Copies of the final environmental 
impact statement have been distribut- 
ed to those who commented on the 
draft statement, as well as others who 
requested copies. 

Copies of the statement are availa- 
bie for public inspection at the DOE 
public document rooms located at: 


Library, Room 1223, 20 Massachusetts Ave., 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

Albuquerque Operations Office, National 
Atomic Museum, Kirtland Air Force Base 
East, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

Brookhaven National Laboratory, Research 
Library, Upton, N.Y. 

Chicago Operations Office, 9800 South Cass 
Ave., Argonne, Ill. 

Chicago Operations Office, 175 West Jack- 
son Bivd., Chicago, Ill. 

Idaho Operations Office, 550 Second St., 
Idaho Falis, Idaho. 

Nevada Operations Office, 2753 South High- 
land Dr., Las Vegas, Nev. 

Oak Ridge Operations Office, Federal Bidg., 
Oak Ridge, Tenn. 

Richland Operations Office, Federal Bide., 
Richland, Wash. 


NOTICES 


San Francisco Operations Office, 
Broadway, Oakland, Calif. 

Savannah River Operations Office, Savan- 
nah River Plant, Aiken, S.C. 


Copies are also available for public 
inspection at designated Federal De- 
pository Libraries. 

A limited number of single copies of 
the final statement are available for 
distribution by the Technical Informa- 
tion Center, P.O. Box 62, Oak Ridge, 
Tenn. 37830, 615-483-8611, extension 
34672. The statement is also available 
from the National Technical Informa- 
tion Service, Springfield, Va. 22161. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 
18th day of September 1978. 


For the U.S. Department of Energy. 


Witi1aM P. Davis, 
Deputy Director 
of Administration. 
{FR Doc. 78-26515 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am) 
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[6740-02] 
Federal Energy Reguiatory Commission 
. [Project No. 2422] 
BROWN-NEW HAMPSHIRE, INC, 


Order Approving Exhibits J, L, and M and 
Ordering Rehabilitation 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

The application: On April 18, 1976, 
Brown-New Hampshire, Inc. (Licensee) 
filed an application for amendment of 
its license for the sawmill project No. 
2422.' The sawmill project is located 
on the Androscoggin River in the city 
of Berlin, Coos County, N.H. In the 
application, the Licensee filed revised 
exhibits J, L, and M, reflecting remov- 
al of the project’s turbines and gener- 
ators. The revised exhibit J also con- 
tains several notations referring to a 2- 
foot pondage drawdown, from normal 
headwater at elevation 1094.10 to ele- 
vation 1092.10. The Licensee stated 
that the generators, turbines, and as- 
sociated distribution equipment were 
removed from the station in January 
1968. 


Licensee removed these project 
works without Commission approval. 
Staff reports, however, that the equip- 
ment was archaic and not adaptable to 
future development. We do not con- 
done the removal of licensed project 
works without our prior approval. Re- 
placement of the original works, how- 
ever, would serve no useful purpose. 


‘This proceeding was commenced before 
the FPC. By the joint regulation of October 
1, 1977 (10 CFR 1000.1), it was transferred 
to the FERC. The term “Commission,” 
when used in the context of action taken 
prior to October 1, 1977, refers to the FPC; 
when used otherwise, the reference is to the 
FERC. 


As discussed below, we are ordering 
the Licensee to install new hydroelec- 
tric facilities at project No. 2422. We 
are approving the revised exhibits 
only to the extent that they show the 
current condition of the project, pend- 
ing rehabilitation as provided by this 
order. - ’ 


FEASIBILITY OF INSTALLATION OF 
Capacity AT Prosect No. 2422 


When the project was licensed in 
1965, it had an installed capacity of 
2,200 kW of direct current generating 
machinery.2 Brown-New Hampshire, 
Inc., 34 FPC 151 (1965). Included in 
the license was article 35 which re- 
quired the Licensee to file within 1 
year a feasibility report on rehabilita- 
tion of the power facilities. By letter 
dated April 5, 1973, the Secretary in- 
quired about ther Licensee’s plans to 
rehabilitate the facilities. In its reply 
Gated April 11, 1973, the Licensee 
stated that the feasibility studies con- 
ducted between 1965 and 1972 indicat- 
ed that the rehabilitation would be 
borderline economically. On October 
2, 1973, the Licensee filed a feasibility 
study which showed that the project 
could be redeveloped to produce 
energy at less cost than it was being 
purchased from the Public Service Co. 
of New Hampshire. The study also 
showed, however, that the cost savings 
would represent a return of only 8 per- 
cent annualiy on the capital invested 
in the redevelopment of the project. 
The Licensee stated, however, that 8 
percent was not an adequate return on 
investment and, therefore, the redve- 
lopment was not economically feasible. 
In a letter dated November 19, 1973, 
the Secretary reauested that the Li- 
censee file an application for surren- 
der of its license if it did not desire to 
redevelop the project. The Secretary 
renewed his request by letter dated 
January 23, 1976. It was in response to 
this letter that the Licensee filed the 
application before us now. 

In 1977, staff reevaluated the eco- 
nomics of redeveloping the project and 
found that, due to the increased cost 
of producing alternative electric 
power, the project would have a 
return on investment of approximate- 
ly 13 percent anriually. By letter dated 
April 22, 1977, the Secretary of the 
Commission informed the Licensee of 
staff’s report and requested that the 
Licensee submit a revised feasibility 
study based on™ current costs and 
power values. On January 3, 1978, the 
Licensee submitted a revised feasibil- 
ity study. The study was based on pro- 
jected cost of purchasing power in 
1978. The study showed that the rede- 
velopment, with an installed capacity 


*The direct current generating machinery 
has not been used since the Licensee’s pred- 
ecessor discontinued electroplating oper- 
ations in 1960. 
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of. approximately 2,500 kW, would 
yield a rate of return on investment of 
15.3 percent annually. The Licensee 
stated, however ‘“‘* * * although the 
return on investment has increased 
considerably since the 1973 feasibility 
report, our conclusion is that the proj- 
ect is not, at this time, economically 
feasible * * *.” We cannot agree with 
the Licensee’s conclusion. 

The water that flows by the sawmill 
project is a renewable resource capa- 
ble of generating—at an installed ca- 
pacity of approximately 2,500 kW—an 
estimated 20,000,000 kWh annually of 
electric energy which is equivalent to 
32,400 barrels of oil. All of the energy 
that the project is capable of produc- 
ing could be used by the Licensee. 

Pursuant to article 13 of the license, 
we have the authority to order the re- 
habilitation of the project, if rehabili- 
tation is economically sound and in 
the public interest.* As noted above, 
the latest feasibility study shows that 
redevelopment of the project with ap- 
proximately 2,500 kW of capacity 
would yield an annual return of more 
than 15 percent on the capital invest- 
ment. The estimated annual yield on 
investment will increase as the retail 
cost of electricity increases. We find, 
therefore, that the redevelopment of 
the sawmill project would be economi- 
cally sound. 

We believe that the public interest 
would best be served by developing the 
hydroelectric power potential of the 
project and, therefore, reducing the 
use of nonrenewable energy resources. 
Thus, pursuant to erticle 13 of the li- 
cense for Project No. 2422, we are or- 
dering the Licensee to install hydro- 
electric generating units with approxi- 
mately 2,500 KW capacity to develop 
the available head at the project. 

The Commission orders: (A) The fol- 
lowing exhibits are approved and 
made a part of the license for project 
No. 2422, but only to the extent that 
they show the existing condition of 
the project and its works: 





Exhibit 
J, FERC 
No. 


Showing Superseded 
exhibit, 


FERC No. 





2422-9 Plan view of project area 
2422-10... Transmission SYStem ....ccccccsceeee 


2422-1 
2422-2 





Exhibit 
L, FERC 
No. 


Showing Superseded 
exhibit, 


FERC No. 





2422-11... Plan view of station and dam 
sections, 

2422-13... Sections of station and 
gatehouse. 


2422-8 
2422-5 


%Article 13 reads: The Licensee shall in- 
stall additional capacity or make other 
changes in the project as directed by the 
Commission, to the extent that it is eco- 
nomically sound and in the public interest 
to do so, after notice and opportunity for 
hearing. 


NOTICES 





Exhibit 
L, FERC 
No. 


Showing Superseded 
exhibit, 
FERC No. 





2422-14... Plan view of operating floor... 2422-6 





+. 


Exhibit M, consisting of two type- 
written pages filed April 19, 1976, enti- 
tled “General Description of Mechani- 
cal, Electrical and Transmission 
Equipment revised April 15, 1976.” 

(B) The superseded exhibits are de- 
leted from the license for project No. 
2422. 

(C) The Licensee shall file for Com- 
mission approval, within 6 months 
from the date of this order, revised ex- 
hibits J, L, and M, showing plans for 
the installation of approximately 2,500 
kW of generating capacity at the proj- 
ect. 

(D) This order shall become final 30 
days from the date of its issuance 
unless an application for rehearing 
shall be filed as provided in section 
313(a) of the act, and failure to file 
such an application shall constitute 
acceptance of this order. In acknowl- 
edement of acceptance of this order, it 
shall be signed by the Licensee and re- 
turned to the Commission within 60 
days of the issuance of this order. 


By the Commission. 


KENNETH F.. Plump, 
Secretary. 


In testimony of its acknowledgement of 
acceptance of all of the terms and condi- 
tions of this order, Brown—New Hampshire, 
Inc. this —— day of ———-——,, 19—, has 
caused its corporate name to be signed 
hereto by , its 
President, and its corporate seal to be af- 
fixed hereto and attested by ————-—__—_-—_—- 
its —--—_—_—_—_-— Secretary, pursuant to a 
resolution of its Board of Directors duly 
adopted on the ——— day of —, 19—, 
a certified copy of the record of which is at- 
tached hereto. . 

By — 








President. 
Attest: 





Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26468 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Docket No. ER78-5931 
CENTRAL ILLINOIS PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 
Filing 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

Take notice that Central Mlinois 
Public Service Co. (CIPS) on August 
30, 1978, tendered for filing proposed 
modification No. 2 to the Interconnec- 
tion Agreement (Agreement) dated 
August 31, 1976, between Central Mli- 
nois Public Service Co. and Central I1- 
linois Light Co. CIPS states that the 
Commission has previously designated 
the August 31, 1976 Agreement as 
Central Illinois Public Service Co. rate 
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schedule FERC No. 81 and Central Il- 
linois Light Co. rate schedule FERC 
No. 20. 

CIPS further states that modifica- 
tion No. 2 provides for a proposed in- 
crease in charges effective October 1, 
1978, for maintenance, short-term firm 
and short-term non-firm power trans- 
actions between Central Illinois Public 
Service Co. and Central Mlinois Light 
Co. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord- 
ance with sections 1.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.16). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 20, 1978. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 


KENNETH F. PiuMs, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26469 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 


(Docket No. ER78-591] 
EMPIRE DISTRICT ELECTRIC CO. 
Proposed Teriff Change 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


Take notice that the Empire District 
Electric Co..on August 30, 19738, ten- 
dered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Electric Service Tariff, 
volume No. 1. the proposed changes 
would increase revenues from present 
jurisdictional sales and service by 
$165,444 based on the 12-month period 
ending February 28, 1978 and wouid 
add revenues of $60,712 from new ju- 
risdictional sales and service based on 
estimated revenue for the 12-month 
period ending September 30, 1978, ac- 
cording to Empire. 

According to Empire the presently 
effective rates are based on contrac- 
tual agreements made up to 11 years 
ago. Empire states that since that time 
it has experienced substantial increase 
in all elements of its cost, including 
fuel, labor, interest, taxes, and con- 
struction to provide additional capac- 
ity and meet environmental require- 
ments. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the public utility’s jurisdictional cus- 
tomer, the Missouri Public Service 
Commission, and the Kansas Corp. 
Commission, according to Empire. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with paragraph 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedures (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 20, 1978. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26470 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 


{Docket No. ER78-594] 
THE KANSAS POWER & LIGHT CO. 
Filing 
SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

Take notice that on August 30, 1978, 
the Kansas Power & Light Co. (KPL) 
tendered for filing a newly executed 
amendment No. i and service schedule 
E dated August 16, 1978 to rate sched- 
ule FPC No. 72 between KPL and Cen- 
tral Telephone and Utilities Corp 
(CTU). KPL states that amendment 
No. 1 requires that certain intercon- 
nection facilities are to be constructed 
by both parties prior to deliveries 
under this amendment. KPL further 
states that amendment No. 1 shall 
extend for an initial period ending 
May 31, 2013 continuing in effect from 
year to year thereafter, subject to ter- 
mination by either party by the giving 
of not less than 5 years written notice 
of its intention to terminate. KPL in- 
dicates that service schedule E pro- 
vides that KPL agrees to furnish from 
KPL’s ownership percentage of Units 
1 and 2 of the Jeffrey Energy Center 
(JEC), and CTU agrees to purchase 65 
MW of power and accompanying 
energy during the period of August 16, 
1978 through May 31, 1993. 

KPL proposes an effective date of 
August 16, 1978, and therefore re- 
quests waiver of the Commission’s 
notice requirements. 

According to EKPL copies of the 
amendment and service schedule have 
been mailed to CTU and the State 
Corporation Commission of Kansas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 


NOTICES 


Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and proce- 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti- 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 20, 1978. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26471 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 


(Docket No. ER78-590] 
NORTHERN STATES POWER CO. 
Filing 
SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 

Take notice that Northern States 
Power Co. (Northern States), on 
August 29, 1978, tendered for filing a 
Transmission and Interchange Service 
Agreement, dated August 15, 1978, 
with Heartland Consurhers Power Dis- 
trict. 

Northern States states that the 
Agreement provides for services be- 
tween the parties under the following 
Service Schedules: 

“C”—Emergency 
outage energy. 

“TD’’—Operating reserve. 

“EK” —Economy energy. 

“F”—Transmission service. 

Northern States proposes an effec- 
tive date of October 2, 1978. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and proce- 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti- 
tions and protests should be filed on 
or before September 20, 1978. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protests parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 


KENNETH F. PLums, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26472 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


and scheduled 


[6740-02] 
[Docket No. ER78-595] 
OHIO POWER CO. 


Proposed Changes in Rates and Charges 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


Take notice that Ohio Power Co. 
and American Municipal Power—Ohio, 
Inc. on September 1, 1978, tendered 
for filing a rate schedule supplement 
dated August 1, 1978 to the agreement 
dated April 1, 1974 between Ohio 
Power and American Municipal 
Power-Ohio, Inc. (AMP-Ohio), desig- 
nated Ohio Power rate schedule No. 74 
and AMP-Ohio rate schedule No. 1. 

According to Ohio Power the filing 
provides for an increase in the demand 
charge for short term power from 
$0.50 to $0.60 per kilowatt per week 
and for an increase in the demand 
charge for limited term power from 
$2.75 to $3.75 per kilowatt per month. 
The filing also provides for increases 
in the charges for,third party short 
term power transactions from $0.125 
to $0.15 per kilowatt per week and in 
the charge for third party limited 
term power transactions from $0.55 to 
$0.65 per kilowatt per month, accord- 
ing to Ohio Power. 

The rate schedule changes are pro- 
posed to become effective September 
1, 1978. “Applicants state that the use 
of short term power or limited term 
power is unknown at the present time. 

Copies of the filing were served upon . 
the city of Orrville, Ohio, and the 
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and proce- 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti- 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 20, 1978. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 


KENNETH F. Plums, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-26473 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6740-02] 
(Docket No. CP77-480] 


PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. AND 
TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 


Petition to Amend 


SEPTEMBER 8, 1978. 

Take noticé that on August 25, 1978, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and 
Trunkline Gas Co. (Applicants), P.O. 
Box 1642, Houston, Tex. 77001, filed in 
docket No. CP77-480 a joint petition 
to amend the order, issued on August 
29, 1977 in said docket pursuant to sec- 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, so as 
to authorize an extension of the term 
of the transportation service for 
Owens-Corning Fiberglass Corp. 
(Owens-Corning) for one year and for 
a reduction in the firm transportation 
quantity and transportation charges, 
all as more fully set forth in the peti- 
tion on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Applicants state that an agreement 
,entered May 5, 1977 exists between 
Applicants and Owens-Corning under 
which Applicants transport gas from 
Ellis County, Okla. to a point near 
Cow Island, La. where delivery is made 
to Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Co. 
for the account of Owens-Corning. Ap- 
plicants further state that said trans- 
portation has been pursuant to a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and ne- 
cessity issued August 29, 1977 in 
docket No. CP77-480, which autho- 
rizes Applicants to transport on a firm 
basis of up to 1,200 Mcf of gas per day 
and on 2 best-efforts basis of up to 800 
Mcf of gas per day for Owens-Corning, 
at a monthly charge of $6,276, for a 
period of one year. 

Applicants now request that the cer- 
tificate issued in docket No. CP77-480 
be extended for an additional year. 
Applicants further requests that the 
certificate be amended to reflect 
amendments in the _ transportation 
agreement between Applicants and 
Owens-Corning which Applicants state 
have been made. The amendments to 
the certificate requested are: a reduc- 
tion to 750 Mcf per day the amount of 
gas authorized to be transported on a 
firm basis, a reduction in the author- 
ized monthly transportation charge to 
$4,215, and an increase in the charge 
for volumes of gas transported in 
excess of the firm volumes from 17.21 
cents per Mcf to 18.49 cents per Mcf of 
gas transported on a best-efforts basis. 
Owens-Corning has requested that the 
firm transportation quantity be re- 
duced, Applicants state, because of 
poor performance of the well from 
which it is purchasing its gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition to amend should on or 
before September 29, 1978, file with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 


NOTICES 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe- 


tition to intervene or a protest in ac- 


cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules. 
KENNETH F’. PLUMB, 
: Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-26474 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Project No. 2655) 
REEVES BROTHERS, INC. 
Order on Rehearing 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


On May 29, 1975 Reeves Brothers 
Inc. (Applicant) filed an- application 
for rehearing of the Federal Power 
Commission’s order of April 29, 1975 
issuing a license for Eagle and Phenix 
Mills project, FERC project No. 2655. 
Applicant requested rehearing with re- 
spect to three items: (1) Article 8 
which established a reasonable rate of 
return for the purpose of section 
10(d)? amortization; (2) article 27 
which addressed, inter alia, the Com- 
mission’s authority to terminate a li- 
cense; and (3) the inclusion of certain 
699-volt transmission lines within the 
project. 

Subsequent FPC orders granted re- 
hearing for the purpose of further 
consideration,® modified language in 
article 27 clarifying the Commission’s 
power to deem it to be the intent of 
the licensee to surrender the license,‘ 
and revised article 8 to reflect the rea- 
sonable rate of return adopted in FPC 
order No. 550, 56 FPC —— (August 30, 
1976).5 

The only unresolved issue in this re- 
hearing proceeding is the propriety of 


‘This proceeding was commenced before 
the FPC. By the joint regulation of October 
1, 1977 (10 CFR 1000.1), it was transferred 
to the FERC. The term “Commission”, 
when used in the context of action taken 
prior to October 1, 1977, refers to the FPC; 
when used otherwise the reference is to the 


FERC. 

216 USC 803(d). 

3Reeves Brothers Inc., Project No. 2655, 
“Order Granting Rehearing for Further 
Consideration” (June 6, 1975). 

“Reeves Brothers, Inc., Project No. 2655, 
“Order on Rehearing Modifying License” 
(August 8, 1975). 

‘Reeves Brothers, Inc., project No. 2655, 
“Order on Rehearing” (August 30, 1976). 
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including the 600-volt transmission 
lines within the licensed project 
works. In its April 29, 1975 order issu- 
ing license, the FPC concluded that 
“the 600-volt electric lines, circuit 
breakers and appurtenant facilities 
connecting nine generators to the 
company’s distribution system should 
be included as part of project No. 
2655.” 


PRIMARY TRANSMISSION LINES 


In its application for rehearing, 
Reeves Brothers, Inc. stated that the 
600-voit lines are not “primary” lines 
within the meaning of section 3(11) of 
the Federal Power Act (Ac*).¢ In sup- 
port of its contention Applicant stated 
that the 600-volt lines are part of the 
distribution system used for delivery 
of power from other sources. Appli- 
cant asserts that if the project power 
plants are retired, the 600-volt lines 
will still be needed for delivery of 
power from other sources. 

In response to a request by staff, by 
letter dated April 16, 1977, Applicant 
provided a one-line diagram of the 
electrical layout of project No. 2655. It 
is apparent that there has been some 
misunderstanding about the 600-voit 
lines to which the Commission’s order 
referred. A recent Staff study of 
Reeves Brothers Inc.’s operation re- 
vealed that Applicant sells approxi- 
mately 1.5 percent of its power produc- 
tion to Georgia Power Co. and pur- 
chases approximately 40 percent of its 
power requirements. There are 600- 
volt lines that carry power purchased 
from Georgia Power Co. to Applicant’s 
industrial plant. These lines are not 
project works under the project No. 
2655 license, and we are granting the 
application for rehearing to delete 
these lines from the project license. 

There are also, however, 600 volt 
transmission lines used exclusively for 
the transmission of power from proj- 
ect No. 2655 to the distribution 
system. These lines are properly in- 
cluded as licensed project works pursu- 
ant to section.3(11) of the Act.’? These 
jurisdictional transmission facilities 


are: 

The 600-volt generator leads and cir- 
cuit breakers from the upper power- 
house to the bus to company’s No. 1 
and No. 2 mill; and, at the lower pow- 
erhouse, the 600-volt generator bus, 
the generator bus, and the 600-volt 
line and circuit breaker to connect the 
generator bus to the 600-volt bus of 
the 3,000-KVA, 12,000/550-volt step- 
down transformers which connect to 
the No. 3 mill. 

Accordingly, we shall modify -the 
project description in the order issuing 
license for project No. 2655 to include 


616 USC 796(11). 

7See, Montana Power Co., project No. 5, 
“Order Modifying Initial Decision and 
Amending Project License” (Nov. 29, 1976). 
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only these 600-volt lines as part of the 
project license. To the extent that Ap- 
plicant contends these 600-voit lines 
are not primary lines, the application 
for rehearing is denied. 

The Commission orders: (A) Reeves 
Brothers Inc.’s application for rehear- 
ing as it pertains to the inclusion of 
certain transmission facilities as li- 
censed project works of FERC project 
No. 2655 is granted in part and denied 
in part. 

(B) The project description in order- 
ing paragraph (B)ii) of the order issu- 
ing license (major) (issued April 29, 
1975) for FPC project No. 2655 is 
modified to read: 

(ii) project works consisting of: 

(1) a rubble masonry dam about 900 
feet long and about 17 feet high con- 
taining two spillways: (a) a rock ma- 
sonry timberfaced overflow about 537 
feet long, in the central section of the 
dam, with a crest elevation at 213.59 
feet (m.s.1.); and (b) an overflow about 
45.7 feet long, in the west bank non- 
overflow section, with a crest elevation 
at 215.87 feet; (2) a reservoir about 
0.75 mile long with a surface area of 
about 500 acres and pondage of 225 
acre-feet at elevation 213.59 feet; (3) a 
forebay about 107 feet wide, near the 
east bank; (4) two open-flume water 
conduits: (a) about 48 feet wide ex- 
tending about 200 feet to the lower 
powerhouse with reduced width to 
about 36 feet, and (b) about 45 feet 
wide and about 30 feet long at the 
upper powerhouse; (5) two power- 
houses, the lower (a) with five gener- 
ating units totaling 2,200 kW and the 
upper (b) with four generating units 
totaling 2,060 kW, giving a combined 
capacity of 4,260 kW; (6) transmission 
facilities consisting of: (a) the 600-volt 
generator leads and circuit breakers 
from the upper powerhouse to the bus 
of the No. 1 and No. 2 mill, and (b) at 
the lower powerhouse, the 600-volt 
generator leads and circuit breakers to 
the generator bus, the generator bus, 
and the 600-volt line and circuit break- 
er to connect the generator bus to the 
600-volt bus of the step-down trans- 
formers which connect to the No. 3 
mill; and (7) appurtenant facilities: the 
location, nature, and character of 
which are more specifically shown and 
described by the exhibits cited above 
and by certain other exhibits which 
also form part of the application for li- 
cense and which are designated and 
described as: 





Exhibit L FERC 


drawing 


Showing 





Sheet 1 Dam—General plan, 


elevation and typical 
section. 

Powerhouses—Plans and 
elevation—Upper 
house. 


Sheet 2 


NOTICES 





Exhibit L FERC 


drawing 


Showing 





Sheet 3 Powerhouses—Plans and 
elevation—Lower 


house. 





Exhibit M.: Consisting of two type- 
written pages entitled “upper power- 
house equipment” and three typewrit- 
ten pages entitled “lower powerhouse 
equipment” filed with the Commission 
on August 7, 1967. 


By the Commission. 


KENNETH F’. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 


In testimony of its acknowledgment of ac- 
ceptance of all of the terms and conditions 
of this Order, Reeves Brothers, Inc. this —— 
day of ——, 19—, has caused its corpo- 
rate name to be signed hereto by 

its Presi- 

dent, and its corporate seal to be affixed 

hereto and attested by ———— — its 

Secretary, pursuant to a res- 

olution of its Board of Directors duly adopt- 

ed on the —— day of —, 19—, a certi- 

fied copy of the record of which is attached 
hereto. 

By 





President. 
Attest: 





Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26475 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Project No. 2749] 


SOUTHSIDE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE 
Order To Show Cause 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


On April 1, 1977, the Southside Elec- 
tric Cooperative (SEC) informed the 
Commission ' that it had been unable 
to develop a fish and wildlife study 
outline within the time requirements 
set forth in article 10? of the prelimi- 


‘This proceeding was commenced before 
the Federal Power Commission (FPC). By 
regulation of October 1, 1977, entitled 
“Transfer of proceedings to the Secretary of 
Energy and the FERC”, it was continued 
before the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission (FERC). The “Commission”, when 
used in the context of action before October 
1, 1977, refers to the FPC; otherwise it 
refers to the FERC. 

2 Article 10 states: Article 10. Permittee, by 
the end of the first year of this permit, shall 
(1) have consulted with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service of the Department of the 
Interior, Virginia Commission on Game and 
Inland Fisheries, and North Carolina Wild- 
life Resources Commission and arranged for 
the preparation of a study of any effects 
which the proposed project would have on 
fish and wildlife resources and of facilities 
or measures needed to conserve or develop 
these resources and (2) file with the Com- 
mission an outline of the proposed study, in- 
cluding an estimate of cost thereof, and let- 
ters from each of the above Agencies indi- 
cating the extent of consultation. During 


nary permit* for the proposed Ran- 
dolph Hydroelectric project (FERC 
project No. 2749).* SEC requested that 
the Commission “grant additional 
time for completion and submission of 
the report outline and cost estimate 
— for submission on April 1, 

On May 24, 1977, the regional engi- 
neer from the Commission’s Atlanta 
office informed SEC of the "need to 
increase your efforts in accomplishing 
the field investigations aspect of the 
work outlined under the permit in 
order to submit an acceptable applica- 
tion for license prior to expiration of 
the permit on March 31, 1979.” The 
regional engineer requested SEC to 
submit a schedule for conducting the 
required studies. On June 14, 1977, the 
regional engineer again requested SEC 
to submit a schedule of activities. 

On July 1, 1977, SEC informed the 
Commission that the required fish and 
wildlife study outline ‘“‘should be com- 
pleted and field work begun within the 
next several months.” However, on Oc- 
tober 1, 1977, and January 1, 1978, 
SEC again informed the Commission 
that the fish and wildlife study outline 
was not complete and requested an ex- 
tension of time to meet the deadline of 
article 10. 

On March 23, 1978, SEC advised the 
Commission that continuing problems 
were preventing completion of the re- 
quirements set forth in Article 10. In 
addition, SEC stated: 


It also now appears that other phases of 
the work under the preliminary permit 
cannot be completed within the established 
3-year period. 


* * > * * 


Preliminary geological work has been 
done but the on-site core drilling and labo- 
ratory analyses of foundation and construc- 
tion materials is behind schedule. 


. oy * * * 


Financial assistance from other partici- 
pants is necessary before we can proceed 
with the geological work and field surveys 
for property and other requirements under 
Article 1-B.5 


the remaining two years of the permit, per- 
mittee shall fund or otherwise provide for 
such study. A copy of the report on the 
study shall be filed as part of the exhibit S 
of any subsequent application for license. 
3Order issuing preliminary permit, project 
No. 2749, Southside Electric Cooperative, 
issued April 8, 1976. The permit was issued 
for a term of 3 years, effective April 1, 1976. 
“The Randolph project would be located 
in Halifax, Campbell, and Charlotte Coun- 
ties, Va., on the Roanoke (Staunton) River 
above Kerr Reservoir. | 
5SEC stated in its application for prelimi- 
nary permit that geological work and prop- 
erty surveys, among other things, would be 
financed through REA guaranteed financ- 
ing, National Rural Utilities Cooperative Fi- 
nance Corp. and/or other bond issues. By 
their own admission in their March 23, 1978, 
Footnotes continued on next page 
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SEC at the same time requested an 
extension of the preliminary permit 
term. On April 1, 1978, SEC repeated 
its request that the Commission 
extend the term of the permit. On 
April 4, 1978, the Commission’s Secre- 
tary informed SEC that “no extension 
of time can be granted which exceeds 
the 36-month term of the permit pur- 
suant to Section 5 of the Federal 
Power Act.” © The Secretary directed 
SEC “to inform the Commission of 
how you will be able to complete all 
the required field work and studies 
within the remaining permit period.” 
SEC responded on April 19, 1978, by 
merely reiterating its previous com- 
ments and request for an extension of 
time. 

On July 1, 1978, SEC informed the 
Commission that funds had now been 
appropriated for commencement of 
subsurface investigations and continu- 
ation of the fish and wildlife studies. 
SEC indicated, however, that it would 
not be able to complete the required 
studies within the allotted time and, 
inexplicably, renewed its request for 
an extension of the preliminary 
permit term. — 

SEC apparently continues to believe 
that the term of the preliminary 
permit can be extended beyond 36 
months. Section 5 of the Act, of 
course, definitely precludes any exten- 
sion. SEC’s statements and actions in- 
dicate that it has failed to comply 
with the terms and conditions of the 
preliminary permit—specifically arti- 
cles 1 and 10—and that it will be 
unable to rectify these violations 
within the remaining term of the 
permit. Consequently, we are ordering 
SEC to show cause why the permit 
should not be cancelled under article 6 


Footnotes continued from last page 

letter, “Southside Electric Cooperative was 
aware from the beginning that participation 
in the studies by Old Dominio Electric Co- 
operative (a joint organization representing 
all of the cooperatives in Virginia), coopera- 
tives in North Carolina and municipally 
owned electric systems would be required.” 

616 U.S.C. 798. 


NOTICES 


of the permit and section 5 of the Fed- 
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 798). 

The Commission orders: Within 30 
days from the date of this order, 
Southside Electric Cooperative, of 
Crewe, Va., shall under oath show 
cause, if there is any, why the prelimi- 
nary permit for the proposed Ran- 
dolph project No. 2749 should not be 
cancelled and priority of application 
for license be lost, pursuant to articles 
6 and 3, respectively, of the permit 
and section 5 of the Federal Power 
Act, for: (1) failure to conduct diligent- 
ly the investigations, examinations, 
and surveys required by articles 1 and 
10 of the permit; and (2) inability of 
the permittee to finish the required 
investigations, examinations, and sur- 
veys within the remaining term of the 
permit. 


By the Commission. 


KENNETH F’. PLuMs, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26476 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Docket No. C1I77-774] 
TRANSCO EXPLORATION CO. 


Applications for Certificates, Abandonment of 
Service and Petitions To Amend Certificates! 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978 

Take notice that each of the appli- 
cants listed herein has filed an appli- 
cation or petition pursuant to section 
7 of the natural Gas Act for authoriza- 
tion to sell natural gas in interstate 
commerce or to abandon service as de- 
scribed herein, all as more fully de- 
scribed in the respective applications 
and amendments which are on file 
with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 


1This notice does not provide for consoli- 
dation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 
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prescribe a period shorter than 10 
days for the filing of protests and peti- 
tions to intervene. Therefore, any 
person desiring to be heard or to make 
any protest with reference to said ap- 
plication should on or before Septem- 
ber 20, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid- 
ered by it in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hear- 
ing therein must file a petition to in- 
tervene in accordance with the Com- 


. mission’s rules. 


Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 


- the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 


mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure a hear- 
ing will be held without further notice 
before the Commission on all applica- 
tions in which no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter believes that a 
grant of the certificates or the au- 
thorization for the proposed abandon- 
ment is required by the public conven- 
ience and necessity. Where a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
where the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing 
is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicants to 
appear or to be represented at the 
hearing. . 

: KENNETH F’, PLUMB, 
Secretary. 





Docket No. and date filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser and location 


Price per 1,000 ft° Pressure base 





CI77-774, B, Aug. 22, 1977 


Houston, Tex. 77001. 


Transco Exploration Co., P.O. Box 1396, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
Gibson field, Terrebonne 


Southwest 
Parish La. 


Depleted. 





Filing code: A—Initial service. B—Abandonment. C—Amendment to add acreage. D—Amendment to delete acreage. E—Total succession. F—Partial succession. 


[6740-02] 


(Docket No. ER77-311) 
UTAH POWER & LIGHT CO. 
Further Extension of Time 


SEPTEMBER 7, 1978. 
On September 1, 1978, Lincoln Serv- 
ice Corp. filed a motion for a further 


{FR Doc. 78-26487 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


extension of time to December 1, 1978, 
within which to file briefs on excep- 
tions to the initial decision issued in 
this proceeding on Juite 12, 1978. 

Two earlier requests by the same 
party have been granted, the last ex- 
tension being until September 1, 1978. 

The motion states that Utah Power 
& Light Co. and staff counsel have no 
objection to the request. 


Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that an extension of time is 
granted to and including October 2, 
1978, for filing briefs on exceptions. 
Briefs opposing exceptions are due on 
or before October 23, 1978. 


KENNETH F’. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-26477 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6740-02] 


{Docket No. CP78-221] 
SOUTHWEST GAS CORP. 
Informal Conference 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 


Take notice that on September 28, 
1978, at 10: a.m., an informal confer- 
ence of all interested persons will be 
convened concerning the above-cap- 
tioned matter. The conference will be 
held at the offices of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20426, room 8402. 

This informal conference was re- 
quested by Southwest Gas Corp. in its 
answer of September 7, 1978, to Sierra 
Pacific Power Co.’s motion for a public 
hearing in this docket. At the confer- 
ence, all parties will be expected to be 
prepared to discuss their positions, if 
any, as to whether a formal hearing 
should be held in this matter and 
issues pertaining thereto. It should be 
noted that this informal conference is 
not in lieu of the hearing required by 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act. 

Customers and other interested per- 
sons will be permitted to attend, but if 
such persons have not previously been 
permitted to intervene by order of the 
Commission, attendance will not be 
deemed to authorize intervention., 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26735 Filed 9-20-78; 11:19 am] 


[3128-01] 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE MANAGEMENT OFFICE 
Telephone Number Change 


The Department of Energy Advisory 
Committee Management staff has 
moved to room 8G-096, Forrestal 


Building, Washington, D.C. 20585. In- © 


formation concerning advisory com- 
mittee activities can be obtained by 
calling 202-252-5877. 
Issued in Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 18, 1978. 
WILuIaM P. Davis, 
Deputy Director 
of Administration. 
{FR Doc. 78-26517 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


= 


{3128-01} 


STUDY GROUP ON GLOBAL EFFECTS OF 
CARBON DIOXIDE 


Renewal of Charter 


This notice is published in accord- 
ance with the provision of section 7 of 


NOTICES 


the Office of Management and Budget 
Circular A-63, as amended. Pursuant 
to section 14(a)(2)(A) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, and follow- 
ing consultation with the Committee 
Management Secretariat, General Ser- 
vices Administration, notice is hereby 
given that the Study Group on the 
Global Effects of Carbon Dioxide has 
been renewed for 24-month period 
ending on September 8, 1980. 


The renewal of the study group has 
been determined necessary and in the 
public interest. The study group will 
operate in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Federal Advisory Commit- 
tee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act 
(Pub. L. 95-91) OMB Circular No. A-63 
(Revised), and other directives and 
instructions issued in implementation 
of those Acts. 


Further information regarding this 
Study Group may be obtained from 
the Department of Energy Advisory 
Committee Management Office, 202- 
566-9969. 


Issued at Washington, D.C. on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 


WILLIAM P. Davis, 
Deputy Director 
of Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-26517 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[6732-01] 


FEDERAL MEDIATION AND 
CONCILIATION SERVICE 


ARBITRATION SERVICES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Notice is hereby given that the Fed- 
eral Mediation and Conciliation Serv- 
ice Arbitration Services Advisory Com- 
mittee, in accordance with section 10 
of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act of October 6, 1972 (Pub. L. 92-463, 
86 Stat. 770-776), will meet on Thurs- 
day, October 19 and Friday, October 
20, 1978, at 9 am., in Conference 
Room 413, 2100 K Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 


The agenda is as follows: 


1. Revision of 29 CFR 1404. 

2. Code of professional responsibility. 

3. Discussion on question submitted re: 
OAS policy on arbitrators’ statements. 

4. Discussion on hearing procedures. 

5. Labor arbitrator development programs. 

6. Labor arbitrator internships. 

7. Case processing: New procedures; fiscal 
year 1978 statistics. 


8. Arbitrator symposia. 
9. Arbitrator workshops. 


This meeting shall be open to the 


public. 
Communications regarding this 


meeting should be addressed to: 


Mr. John Canestraight, Associate Director, 
Office of Arbitration Services, Federal 
Mediation and Conciliation Service, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20427. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 
fourteenth day of September 1978. 


Wayne L. Horvitz, 
Director. 
{FR Doc. 78-26467 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4110-89] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for Education 


COMMENTS ON COLLECTION OF 
INFORMATION AND DATA ACQUISITION 
ACTIVITY 


Pursuant to section 406(g)(2)(B), 
General Education Provisions Act, 
notice is hereby given as follows: 

The U.S. Office of Education has 
proposed collections of information 
and data acquisition activities which 
will request information from educa- 
tionai agencies or institutions. 


The purpose of publishing this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER is to 
comply with paragraph (g)(2)(B) of 
the “Control of Paperwork” amend- 
ment which provides that each educa- 
tional agency or institution subject to 
a request under the collection of infor- 
mation and data acquisition activity 
and their representative organizations 
shall have an opportunity, during a 30- 
day period before the transmittal of 
the request to the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget, to 
comment to the Administrator of the 
National Center for Education Statis- 
tics on the collection of information 
and data acquisition activity. 


These data acquisition activities are 
subject to review by the HEW Educa- 
tion Data Acquisition Council and the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

Descriptions of the proposed collec- 
tions of information and data acquisi- 
tion activities follow below. 


Written comments on the proposed 
activities are invited. Comments 
should refer to the specific sponsoring 
agency and form number and must be 
received on or before October 23, 1978, 
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and should be addressed to Adminis- 
trator, National Center for Education 
Statistics, ATTN: Manager, Informa- 
tion Acquisition, Planning, and Utiliza- 
tion, Room 3001, 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 

Further information may be ob- 
tained from Elizabeth M. Proctor of 
the National Center for Education 
Statistics, 202-245-1022. 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 
Mankiz D. ELDRIDGE, 
Administrator, National Center 
for Education Statistics. 


DESCRIPTION OF A PROPOSED COLLECTION OP 
INFORMATION AND DaTA ACQUISITION Ac- 
TIVITY 


1. Title of proposed activity: Civil rights 
technical assistance and training programs. 

2. Agency/bureau/office: U.S. Office of 
Education/equal educational opportunity 
programs. 

3. Agency form number: OE Form 296. 

4. Legislative authority for this activity: 
(A) Technical assistance—“The Commis- 
sioner is authorized, upon the application of 
any school board, State, municipality, 
school district, or other governmental unit 
legally responsible for operating a public 
school or schools, to render technical assist- 
ance to such applicant in the preparation, 
adoption, and implementation of plans for 
the desegregation of public schools * * *.” 

(B) Training institutes—“The Commis- 
sioner is authorized to arrange, through 
granis or contracts, with institutions of 
higher education for the cperation of short 
term or regular session institutes for special 
training designed to improve the ability of 
teachers, supervisors, counselors, and other 
elementary and secondary school personnel 
to deal effectively with special educationa} 
problems occasioned by desegrega- 
Gon? ss 

(C) Grants to school boards—“The Com- 
missioner is authorized, upon application of 
school boards, to make grants to such board 
to pay, in whole or in part, the cost of— 

“(1) Giving to teachers and other school 
personnel inservice training in dealing with 
problems incident to desegregation, and 

“(2) Employing specialists to advise in 
problems incident to desegregation. (Pub. L. 
88-352 Title IV; (42 U.S.C. 2000c-2; 20 U.S.C. 
1231(b); Lau v. Nichols, 414 U.S. 563 (1974)):; 
(45 CFR 180.11, 180.31, 180.41).” 

5. Voluntary/obligatory nature of re- 
sponse: Required to obtain benefits. 

6. How information to be collected will be 
used: The information will be used to deter- 
mine the need for assistance and the 
amount of funds to be awarded. 

7. Data acquisition plan: 

(a) Method of collection: Mail. 

(b) Time of collection: January. 

(c) Frequency: Annually. 

8. Respondents: 

(a) State educational agencies, institutions 
of higher education, and local school dis- 
tricts. 

(b) Number: Sample—300. 

(c) Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: Eight. 

9. Information to be collected: The stand- 
ard nonconstruction application form will 
be used with a narrative section designed to 


NOTICES 


elicit information required by the statute or 
regulations. 

(a)(1) Applicants for training institutes 
must provide the number of trainees to be 
served and the total public school enroll- 
ment of districts which have requested 
training services; 

(2) Applicants for grants to school boards 
enter the total public school enrollment of 


. the school district. 


(b) Applicants for Title IV, Civil Rights 
Act awards, including awards to State edu- 
cational agencies, desegregation assistance 
centers, training institutes and local school 
boards, are required to submit a program 
narrative presented in the following 
manner: 


NEED FOR ASSISTANCE 


a. For applicants for training institutes— 
Describe the specific needs of the proposed 
participants for training by type of public 
school personnel (i.e., teachers, principals, 
secretaries, etc.) and by individual school or 
school and/or LEA in which the partici- 
pants work. Also, describe the type of assur- 
ances that have been obtained from LEA’s 
for participation of the above personnel. 

b. For applicants for school board grants— 
List and document the needs for which as- 
sistance is requested. 

c. For applicants for State educational 
agency and desegregation assistance center 
awards—List the expected needs of responsi- 
ble governmental agencies in the State or 
service area (as applicable). 


APPROACH 


a. For all applicants—Provide an assess- 
ment of the materials that are availiable for 
providing assistance under the award. 

b. For applicants for State educational 
agency and desegregation assistance center 
awards—Describe the plan for coordinating 
its assistance with related activities; also 

ce. For applicants for State educationa 
agency awards—Provide a description of the 
assistance that it would provide in response 
to requests from the responsible govern 
mentai agency expected to need assistance. 
Also, describe the activities undertaken that 
demonstrate commitment to race, sex, or 
national origin desegregation (as applica- 
bie). : 

d. For applicants for desegregation assist- 
ance center awards—Provide a description 
of its approach to providing the assistance 
described in 45 CFR § 180.13(d) (for race de- 
segregation), $180.14 (for sex desegrega- 
tion), or § 180.15 (for national origin deseg- 
regation), as applicable; a description of its 
approach to providing assistance in coping 
with other education problems resulting 
from race, sex, or national origin desegrega- 
tion (as applicable) that have arisen or’may 
arise in its service area; and its management 
plan for providing assistance, including any 
plans for the use of satellite centers. 

e. For applicants for training institute 
awards—Provide a detailed description of 
the training it would provide and of how 
that training would meet the needs of the 
participants, including any provisions for as- 
sessing their on-the-job performances. Ap- 
plicants for sex desegregation training insti- 
tutes must also provide the steps taken by 
LEA’s listed in the application that demon- 
strate their commitment to sex desegrega- 
tion. 

f. For applicants for school board grants— 
Provide a detailed description of the uses to 
which it would put the requested assistance 
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and how that assistance would address the 
needs. Describe the LEA’s long-range plan 
for the sex desegregation of schools, includ- 
ing how the requested assistance will help 
implement the plan, and the steps already 
taken to implement the plan. Also, describe 
efforts to involve parents, students, and 
community groups in developing the appli- 
cation. 


BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION 


For all applicants—A statement of the 
qualifications of the project director, profes- 
sional staff, consultants or other personnel 
to be employed under the award and a de- 
scription of their responsibilities. 


GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 


Give a precise location of the area to be 
served by the proposed project. 


OTHER INFORMATION 


a. For applicants for continuation desegre- 
gation assistance center awards—Discuss ac- 
complishments to date and list in chronolog- 
ical order a schedule of accomplishments, 
progress or milestones anticipated with the 
new funding request. If there have been sig- 
nificant changes in the project objectives, 
location, approach, or time delays, explain 
and justify. 

b. For requests for changes or amend- 
ments—Explain the reason for’ the 
change(s). If the scope or objectives have 
changed or an extension of time is neces- 
sary, explain the circumstances and justify. 
If the total budget has been exceeded, or if 
individual budget items have changed more 
than the prescribed limits contained in Fed- 
eral Management Circular No. A-102, ex- 
plain and justify the change and its effect 
on the project. 

c. For requests for supplemental assist- 
ance—Explain the reason for the request 
and justify the need for additional funding. 


DESCRIPTION OF A PROPOSED COLLECTION OF 
INFORMATION AND DaTA AcQuISITION Ac- 
TIVITY 
1. Title of proposed activity—Basic grant 

quality control project (verification from 

point of application through 
actual award). 

2. Agency/bureau/office—Office of Educa- 
tion/Bureau of Student Financial Assist- 
ance/Division of Quality Assurance. 

3. Agency form number--OEF 628. 

4, Legislative authority for this activity— 
“Bach student desiring a basic grant for any 
year must file an application therefor con- 
taining such information and assurances as 
the Commissioner may deem necessary to 
enable him to carry out his functions and 
responsibilities under this subpart.” 

(Pub. L. 94-482.) 

(20 U.S.C. 1070a (b2).) 

(Subpart A, § 190.12, Nov. 6, 1974.) 

5. Voluntary/obligatery nature of re- 
sponse—Required to obtain or maintain 
benefits. 

6. How information collected .will be 
used—The major objectives of this project 
are to: 1. Reliably document the program- 
wide error rates of 1978-79 BEOG student 
program determinations, including eligibil- 
ity benefits amount and payments. 

2. Optimally determine the specific types 
and probable causes of significant program- 
wide error rates in such determinations, if 
any; and 


receip 
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3. Identify 1979-80 actions which can ef- 
fectively reduce or eliminate errors, includ- 
ing design of ongoing quality control sys- 
tems. Information obtained from the survey 
will: (1) Provide a baseline of highly reliable 
nationwide quality control data, to deter- 
mine error rates; (2) provide detailed data 
and analysis on student and school analysis 
on student and school problems, to permit 
meaningful problem diagnosis; and (3) pro- 
vide data-base program and management 
analyses, to support corrective action deci- 
sions and the design of future BEOG qual- 
ity control programs. 

7. Data acquisition plan—a. Method of col- 
lection: Personal interviews. 

b. Time of collection: November 1978 to 
February 1979. 

c. Frequency: One-time. 

8. Respondents—a. Type: Postsecondary 
Educational Institutions participating in the 
basic grant program using regular cisburse- 
ment system. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 170. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One-half hour. 

a. Time: Postsecondary Educational Insti- 
tutions participating in the basic grant pro- 
gram using alternate disbursement system. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 30. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One-half hour. 

a. Time: Independent students at postsec- 
ondary educational institutions mentioned 
above. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 700. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One-half hour. 

a. Time: Dependent students at postsecon- 
dary educational institutions mentioned 
above. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 
1,300. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One hour. 

a. Time: Parents of independent students 
mentioned above. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 740. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One hour. 

a. Time: Parents of dependent students 
mentioned above. 

b. Number: Sample of approximately 
1,300. 

c. Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent: One-half hour. 

9. Information to be collected—Postsecon- 
dary Educationai Institutions participating 
in the basic grant program using regular dis- 
bursement system. Data collected will relate 
to the basic regulations under which institu- 
tions make awards to students. In perform- 
ing this task, we will perform the verifica- 
tion in two ways: (1) Reviewing the process 
used by the institutions in computing and 
making awards for compliance with the reg- 
ulations; and (2) tracing the process for the 
sampled students to determine if the actual 
award amounts aud payments are correct. 


DESCRIPTION OF A PROPOSED COLLECTION GF 
INFORMATION AND Data ACQUISITION AC- 
TIVITY 


1. Title of proposed activity—Request for 
designation as a developing institution 
under strengthening developing institutions 
program, Title III Higher Education Act of 
1965, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1051-1056). 

2. Agency/bureau/office—Office of Educa- 
tion, Bureau of Higher and Continuing Edu- 
cation, Division of Institutional Develop- 
ment. 
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3. Agency form number—OE-1049. 

4. Legislative authority for this activity— 
“An institution desiring special assistance 
under the provisions of this title shall 
submit an application for eligibility to the 
Commissioner at such time; in such form, 
and containing such information, as may be 
necessary to enable the Commissioner to 
evaluate the need of the applicant for such 
assistance and to determine its eligibility to 
be a developing institution for the purposes 
of this titie.” (Pub. L. 92-318 Sec. 302(b); 20 
U.S.C. 1052). 

5. Voluntary/obligatory nature of re- 
sponse—Required to obtain benefits. 

6. How information to be collected will be 
used—The Division will use the information 
in order to determine which institutions of 
higher education qualify as developing insti- 
tutions for the purposes of Title III of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended, 
the strengthening developing institutions 
program. 

7. Data acquisition pian—(a) Method of 
collection: Mail. 

(b) Time of collection: Winter. 

(c) Frequency: Annually. 

8. Respondents—(a) Type: Colleges and 
Universities. 

(b) Number: 1,000. 

(c) Estimated average man-hours per re- 
spondent;: 4.25. 

9. Information to be collected—Part I, In- 
stitutional Data, provides information re- 
quired in the law and regulations, including 
the following: Institutional eligibility status; 
wheiher it is requesting a waiver of several 
legal requirements; and certain financial 
and enrollment data. Part II, Institutional 
Narrative, describes the institution’s mission 
and goals; efforts during the past 3 years to 
strengthen its instructional and adminisira- 
tive staffs and its student services; explain 
certain indicators of potential problems, if 
any; and justifies the request for a waiver, if 
applicable. 


DESCRIPTION OF A PROPOSED COLLECTION OF 
INFORMATION AND DaTA ACQUISITION AC- 
TIVITY 


1. Title of proposed activity—Monitoring 
and evaluation reports for strengthening de- 
veloping institutions program, Title UI 
Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended 
(20 U.S.C. 1051-1056). 

2. Agency/bureau/office—Office of Educa- 
tion, Bureau of Higher and Continuing Edu- 
cation, Division of Institutional Develop- 
ment. 

3. Agency form number—OE-1049-2. 

4. Legislative authority for this activity— 
“Grantee shall submit a performance report 
* * * (c) Performance reporis shall include 
to the extent appropriate to the particular 
grant or contract, a brief presentation of 
the following for each function or activity 
involved: (1) A comparison of actual accom- 
plishmenis to the goals established for the 
pericd * * * (2) Reasons for slippage in 
those cases where established goals were not 
met * * * (3) Other pertinent information 
* * * (45 CFR 100a. 432). 

Section 304 ¢c)(1). An application for as- 
sistance * * * shall be approved only if it 
* * * (C) Sets forth policies and procedures 
for the evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the project or activity in accomplishing its 
purpose; * * * 

(E) Provides for making such reports, in 
such form and containing such information, 
as the Commissioner may require to carry 


out his funcitons under this title * * * ” (20 
U.S.C. 1054) Pub. L. 92-318. 

5. Voluntary/obligatory nature of re- 
sponse—Required to obtain or maintain 
benefits. 

6. How information to be collected will be 
used—The Division will use the information 
to determine that adequate progress is 
being made toward achieving the goals of 
the grants. 

7. Data acauisition plan—(a) Method of 
collection: Mail. 

(b) Time of collection: Report 1, winter 
and summer. Report 2, summer. 

(c) Frequency: Report 1, semi-annually. 
Report 2, annually. 

8. Respondents—(a}) Type: SDIP Grantee 
Colleges and Universities. 

(b) Number: 350-460. 

(c) Estimated Average man-hours per re- 
spondent: twelve. 

9. Information to be collected—Report 1— 
Activity Monitoring Report, tracks perform- 
ance in accordance with an established time- 
table in order to insure that time schedules 
are being met; and provides for explanations 
of deviations from the timetable. 

Report 2—Activity Evaluation Report, in- 
dicates performance based on quantitative 
and qualitative measures for assessing 
achievement of the activity objectives. 

Report 3—Supplemental Monitoring and 


, Evaluation Information, provides a form for 


grantee to use to state reasons why estab- 
lished goals were not met and any other 
pertinent information. 


{FR Doc. 78-26542 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-02] 
Office of Education 


ADVISORY COUNCIL ON FINANCIAL AID TO 
STUDENTS 


Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
section 10(a)(2) of the Federal Adviso- 
ry Committee Act (Pub. L. $2-463), 
that the next meeting of the Advisory 
Council on Financial Aid to Students 
will be held on October 6, 1978, from 9 
a.m. to 5 p.m. in room 4003 of Federal 
office building number 6, 400 Mary- 
land Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

The Advisory Council on Financial 
Aid to Students is established under 
section 499(a) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965, as amended (20 U.S.C. 
1089). The Committee shall advise the 
Commissioner on matters of general 
policy arising in the administration by 
the Commissioner of programs relat- 
ing to financial assistance to students 
and on the evaluation of the effective- 
ness of these programs. 

All meetings shall be open to the 
public. The agenda of the Council on 
October 6 shall include: 


(1) Swearing in new members; 

(2) Review of Council action and proposed 
activity for Fiscal Year 1979; 

(3) Discussion of centrai concerns of the 
senior administrators of student aid pro- 
grams. 
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Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings and shall be available for 
public inspection at the Council’s 
Office, located in Room 3661, Regional 
Office Building No. 3, 7th and D 
Streets SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 


Signed in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 


WARREN T. TROUTMAN, 
OE Delegate. 


(FR Doc. 78-26493 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-35] 
Health Care Financing Administration 
RURAL HEALTH CLINIC SERVICES 


Screening Guidelines and Payment Limit for 
Medicare and Medicaid Reimbursement 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing Ad- 
ministration (HCFA), HEW. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This ‘notice announces 
screening guidelines and a payment 
limit for determining medicare and 
medicaid reimbursement rates for cov- 
ered rural health clinic services fur- 
nished by certain rural health clinics. 

1. Screening guidelines: (a) Over- 
head costs may not exceed 30 percent 
of a clinic’s total allowable costs unless 
reasonably justified by the clinic. 

(b) Clinics with per visit costs of 
more than $16, including allowable 
overhead costs, are subject to the fol- 
lowing health care staff productivity 
guidelines: 

di) At least three visits per hour per 
physician for rural health clinic ser- 
vices provided at the clinic; 

(ii) At least two visits per hour per 
physician assistant and nurse practi- 
tioner for rural health clinic services 
provided at the clinic; 

diii) At least one visit per hour for 
any rural health clinic services pro- 
vided at locations other than the 
clinic. 

(c) Productivity guidelines will not 
reduce rates below $16 per visit. 

(d) Clinics with per visit costs of $16 
or less, including allowable overhead 
costs, are not subject to productivity 
guidelines. 

2. Payment limit: In no event will 
rural heaith clinic reimbursement 
rates exceed $27.30. 


DATES: These guidelines and the pay- 
ment limit are effective for medicare 
for services furnished on or after 
March 1, 1978, and for medicaid for 
services furnished on or after July 1, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Marinos Svolos, Medicare Bureau, 
Health Care Financing Administra- 


INFORMATION 


NOTICES 


tion, Room 106, East High Rise, 6401 
Security Boulevard, Baltimore, Md. 
21235, 301-594-9315. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Rural Heaith Clinic Services Act 
of 1977 (Pub. L. 95-210) added rural 
health clinic services as a new benefit 
under part B of the medicare program, 
effective on March 1, 1978, and as 2 
mandatory benefit under certain State 
medicaid plans, effective on July 1, 
1978. Regulations concerning the re- 
imbursement requirements for rural 
health clinics under medicare were 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER (43 
FR 8258) on March 1, 1978. Medicaid 
rural health clinic reimbursement reg- 
ulations were published in the FepEerRaL 
Recister (43 FR 30520) on July 14, 
1978. These regulations should be con- 
sulted for further detail. 

As provided in these regulations, 
medicare and medicaid reimbursement 
for rural health clinic services fur- 
nished by independent rural health 
clinics is made on the basis of an all- 
inclusive rate developed by the medi- 
care carrier. Independent rural health 
clinics are those which are not provid- 
er clinics, as defined at chapter IV of 
42 CFR, § 405.2425¢(a). 

The all-inclusive rate is subject to 
tests of reasonableness developed by 
the Health Care Financing Adminis- 
tration (HCFA) or the carrier in ac- 
cordance with § 405.2428. These tests 
of reasonableness also apply to medic- 
aid reimbursement under 8 405.20 
(a\10Xv). The tests authorized in- 
clude screening guidelines intended to 
identify situations where costs will not 
be allowed without reasonable justifi- 
cation by the clinic, and 2 limit on the 
amount of payment. Under interim op- 
erating instructions furnished carriers 
for rural health clinic reimbursement, 
@ screening guideline on clinic over- 
head cost and an upper limit for the 
all-inclusive payment rate were issued. 
The upper limit on the payment rate 
was based onthe average of the pre- 
vailing charges in the State in which 
the clinic is located for 2a selected 
group of items and services which are 
typically furnished by rural health 
clinics. Prevailing charges for various 
services are determined by the medi- 
care carrier in accordance with 
§ 405.504. They generally represent 
the maximum amount payable under 
part B of medicare for services pro- 
vided by physicians reimbursed on 2 
reasonable charge basis. A number of 
clinics and others criticized the meth- 
odology used to determine the upper 
limit. They felt the limit did not rea- 
sonably relate to actual clinic costs. 
They also pointed out that inequities 
could occur in that similar clinics 
might be subject to different payment 
limits solely because of differences in 
prevailing charge levels in the States 
in which the clinics are located. 
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Taking these concerns into consider- 
ation, HCFA has decided to revise the 
upper limit on rural health clinic pay- 
ment rates by using a single nation- 
wise limit of $27.30 per visit. This limit 
was determined by the national mean 
plus one standard deviation of the 
average of the prevailing charges for a 
selected group of services based on a 
model of a typicai rural health clinic 
patient visit. The services used in the 
calculation were an initial comprehen- 
sive -piiysician’s office visit for a new 
patient (9002), a routine followup phy- 
sician’s office visit for an established 
patient (9004), an initial comprehen- 
sive hospital visit (9022), and a routine 
laboratory procedure (8722). The num- 
bers in parentheses are the procedure 
codes for these services from the 1964 
California relative value study. 

In computing the payment limit, the 
prevailing charges for these services 
were assigned relative weights based 
on the following assumptions that 
were derived from a review of the utili- 
zation experience of federally funded 
health centers and other ambulatory 
care utilization data. The limit as- 
sumes that about one out of every five 
patient visits will be an initial compre- 
hensive visit of a new patient. There- 
fore, 20 percent of the prevailing 
charge for initial comprehensive phy- 
sician’s office visits was used in com- 
puting the average prevailing charges 
of the group of services. Ten percent 
of the prevailing charge for an initial 
comprehensive hospital visit was used 
in computing the average prevailing 
charges of the group of services to 
take account of the fact that rural 
health clinic services can be furnished 
in a hospital setting. I; is expected 
that the relative frequency of rural 


‘ health clinic services provided in a 


hospital setting should not exceed 
this. Seventy percent of the prevailing 
charge for routine followup physi- 
cian’s office visit was used in comput- 
ing the average prevailing charges to 
account for the relative frequency of 
these services. The routine laboratory 
procedure selected, blood sugar, is 
typical both because of its frequency 
and its midrange prevailing charge. 
One hundred percent of the prevailing 
charge for the routine laboratory pro- 
cedure was used because federally- 
funded health center visits average 
slightly less than one routine labora- 
tory procedure per visit. Together this 
group of services, along with these rel- 
ative weights, should represent a fair 
composite of the typical visit for rural 
health clinic services. HCFA will 
evaluate the patterns and frequency 
of services furnished in rural health 
clinics and will consider revisions if ex- 
perience indicates that modifications 
are necessary. 

In addition, the Health Care Financ- 
ing Administration has decided to im- 
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plement screening guidelines to assess 
the reasonableness of the productivity 
of the clinic’s health care staff. The 
productivity guidelines are applicable 
to clinics with per visit costs in excess 
of $16 after application of the over- 
head cost guideline. If the clinic’s per 
visit cost after application of the over- 
head cost guideline is equal to or less 
than $16, the productivity guidelines 
are not applicable. Per visit cost is 
based on total allowable costs divided 
by total visits for both covered and 
noncovered rural health clinic ser- 
vices, 

The productivity guidelines are as 
follows: (1) At least three visits per 
hour per physician for rural health 
clinic services provided at the clinic; 
(2) at least two visits per hour per 
physician assistant, nurse practitioner, 
specialized nurse practitioner, or nurse 
midwife for rural health clinic services 
provided at the clinic; and (3) at least 
one visit per hour for rural health 
clinic services provided at locations 
other than the clinic. Examples of ser- 
vices furnished at other locations are 
services of a nurse practitioner fur- 
nished at a hospital and visiting nurse 
services furnished at the patient’s 
home. The productivity guidelines 
apply to the total time the physician 
or other practitioner actually spends 
in patient care activities or is available 
to provide patient care _ services. 
Allowance will be made for duties 
other than patient care. 

If the minimum number of visits ex- 
pected under a productivity guideline 
for a category of practitioner exceeds 
the total visits reported by the clinics 
for that category, the higher number 
of visits will be used to calculate the 
all-inclusive rate under § 405.2426 or 
annual reconciliation under § 405.2427. 
In no event, however, will the clinic’s 
payment rate be reduced below $16 on 
account of the productivity guidelines. 

The productivity guidelines are com- 
parable with those used in connection 
with reimbursement for similar ser- 
vices furnished by federally funded 
health centers. In addition, the 
Bureau of Community Health Services 
of the Public Health Services uses sim- 
ilar screens in reviewing federally 
funded health center grant applica- 
tions. Experience has shown them to 
be fair and workable. 

The overhead cost screening guide- 
line issued under the interim operat- 
ing instructions is unchanged. Under 
this guideline, overhead costs which 
exceed 30 percent of a clinic’s total al- 
lowable costs will not be included in al- 
lowable costs unless the clinic provides 
reasonable justification for such exces- 
sive costs. Justification must be based 
on adequate reasons and supporting 
documentation. 

The overhead costs guideline is com- 
parable to the guideline used in con- 
nection with federally funded health 
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centers. Experience in that setting has 
shown this to be a good standard. 

The Health Care Financing Adminis- 
tration plans to carefully evaluate the 
guidelines and payment limit based on 
actual program experience, and will 
consider revisions and additions if ex- 
perience indicates that modifications 
or additional guidelines or limits may 
be necessary. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


RosBert A. DERZON, 
Administrator, Health Care 
Financing Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-26466 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-83] 
Health Resources Administration 
HEALTH PROFESSIONS FINANCIAL DISTRESS 
Application Announcement for Grants 


The Bureau of Health Manpower, 
Health Resources Administration, an- 
nounces that applications for fiscal 
year 1979 Grants for Health Profes- 
sions Financial Distress are now being 
accepted under the authority of sec- 
tion 788(b) of the Public Health Serv- 
ice Act, as amended by the Health 
Professions Educational Assistance 
Act of 1976 (Pub. L. 94-484). 

Section 788(b) authorizes the Secre- 
tary to make grants to schools of 
medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, veteri- 
nary medicine, optometry, pharmacy, 
podiatry and public health to assist in 
meeting the costs of operation of these 
schools if they are in serious financial 
distress, or in meeting accreditation 
requirements if they have a special 
need for assistance in meeting these 
requirements. Funds can also be used 
for carrying out appropriate oper- 
ational, managerial and financial re- 
forms. 

Requests for application materials 
and questions regarding grants policy 
should be directed to: 


Grants Management Officer, Bureau of - 


Health Manpower, HRA, Center Building, 
Room 4-27, 3700 East-West Highway, Hy- 
attsville, Md. 209782, Telephone: 301-436- 
6564. 


To be considered for fiscal year 1979 
funding, completed applications must 
be postmarked no later than Novem- 
ber 3, 1978 and sent to the Grants 
Management Officer at the above ad- 
dress. 

For programmatic 
please contact: 

Office of Program Support, Bureau of 
Health Manpower, HRA, 3700 East-West 
Highway, Hyattsville, Md. 20782, Tele- 
phone: 301-436-6505. 

Dated: September 15, 1978. 

Henry A, FOLey, 
Administrator, 
Health Resources Administration. 
(FR Doc. 78-26543 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


information, 


[4110-08] 
National institutes of Health 


CANCER CONTROL GRANT REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Cancer Control Grant Review Com- 
mittee, National Cancer Institute, Oc- 
tober 30,31, 1978, Building 31C, Con- 
ference Room 8, National Institutes of 
Health, 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014. The meeting will be open 
to the public on October 30, 1978, 
from 8:30 to 9 a.m., to review adminis- 
trative details. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space availa- 
ble. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)(6), Title 5, U'S. Code and sec- 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet- 
ing will be closed to the public on Oc- 
tober 30, 1978, from 9 a.m. to recess, 
and on October 31, 1978, from 8:30 
a.m. to adjournment, for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individu- 
al grant applications. These applica- 
tions and the discussions could reveal 
confidential trade secrets or commer- 
cial property such as patentable mate- 
rial and personal information about 
individuals associated with the appli- 
cations. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, National Cancer 
Institute, Building 31, Room 4B43, Na- 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014, 301-496-5708, will provide 
summaries of the meeting and rosters 
of committee members, upon request. 

Dr. Robert F. Browning, Executive 
Secretary, National Cancer Institute, 
Blair Building, Room 7A07, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda Md. 
20014, 301-427-7945, will furnish sub- 
stantive program information. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.399, National Institutes of 
Health.) 

Dated: September 13, 1978. 

SuZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


(FR Doc. 78-26539 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


(4110-08) 


CANCER CONTROL INTERVENTION 
PROGRAMS REVIEW COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Cancer Control Intervention Programs 
Review Committee, National Cancer 
Institute, October 12-13, 1978, Build- 
ing 31C, Conference Room 9, National 
Institutes of Health; 9000 Rockville 
Pike, Bethesda, Md. 20014. The meet- 
ing will be open to the public on Octo- 
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ber 12, 1978, from 8:30 to 9 a.m., to 
review administrative details. Attend- 
ance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)6), Title 5, U.S. Code and sec- 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet- 
ing will be closed to the public on Oc- 
tober 12, 1978, from 9 a.m. to recess, 
and on October 13, 1978, from 8:30 
a.m. to adjournment, for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individu- 
al contract proposals. These proposals 
and the discussions could reveal confi- 
dential trade secrets or commercial 
property such as patentable material 
and personal information about indi- 
viduals associated with the proposals. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, National Cancer 
Institute, Building 31, Room 4B43, Na- 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Md. 200143, 301-496-5708, will provide 
summaries of the meeting and rosters 
of committee members, upon request. 

Dr. Louis M. Ouellette, Executive 
Secretary, National Cancer Institute, 
Biair Building, Room 7A07, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, 301-427-7944, will furnish sub- 
stantive program information. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.399, National Institutes of 
Health.) 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-26540 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


CARDIOLOGY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Amended Notice of Meeting 


Notice is hereby given of a change in 
meeting location of the Cardiology Ad- 
visory Committee, National Heart, 
Lung, and Blood Institute, October 4, 
1978, from National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Conference Room 
9, to Federal Building, 7550 Wisconsin 
Avenue, Bethesda, Md., Conference 
Room 6C-01, which was published in 


the FEDERAL REGISTER on August 22, 
1978 (43 FR 37220). 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 
SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 
{FR Doc. 78-26541 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4316-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 


DEPENDENT MEMBERS LISTED IN CALIFORNIA 
RANCHERIA DISTRIBUTION PLANS AND/OR 
IN TERMINATION NOTICES PUBLISHED IN 
THE FEDERAL REGISTER 


This notice is published in the exer- 
cise of authority delegated by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to the Assistant 
Secretary—Indian Affairs by 230 DM 
2, and in the exercise of the reassigned 
authority to the Sacramento Area Di- 
rector, by the Acting Deputy Commis- 
sioner by memorandum dated July 6, 
1977, to. handle rancheria restoration 
matters. 

On February 20, 1976, judgment was 
entered in Eddie F. Knight et al. v. 
Thomas S. Kleppe et ail., and Ambrose 
Duncan, Jr., ef al. v. Thomas S. Kleppe 
et al., Nos. C-74-0005 and C-73-0034, 
U.S. Court, Northern District of Cali- 
fornia. 

Under said judgment, the court de- 
clared that all Indians whose names 
have been listed or otherwise included 
in California rancheria distribution 
plans and/or in termination notices 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
pursuant to 25 CFR 242.10 (1959) as 
“dependent members” of the immedi- 
ate families of distributees are not ter- 
minated. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
deleting the names of the following 
dependent members from California 
rancheria distribution plans or termi- 
nation notices published in the FrepDER- 
AL REGISTER and such dependent mem- 
bers are hereby considered to be un- 
terminated, retain their status as Indi- 
ans under Federal law, and are enti- 
tled to Federal services in accordance 
with the aforementioned decision of 
the district court: 
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This notice is hereby effective as of 
the date of said judgment. 


WILLIAM E. FINALE, 
Area Director. 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-26240 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
Burecu of Land Management 
COLORADO 23972 RW 


Notice of R/W Application for Pipeline IGC 
Production Co. 


SEPTEMBER 14, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as 
amended (30 U.S.C. 185), IGC Produc- 
tion Co., 555 Cole Road, Boise, Idaho 
83707, has applied for an amendment 
to right-of-way for a 4-inch looping 
natural gas pipeline approximately 
660 feet long for the Pepper No. 1 
well, across the following public lands: 


SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MOFFAT 
County, CoLo. 


T.1N., R. 101 W., 
Sec. 6: Lot 8. 


The facilities will enable the appli- 
cant to convey natural gas from 
Pepper No. 1 well to meet customer 
demand for increased natural gas 
supply in the applicant’s service area. 

The purposes for this notice are: (1) 
To inform the public that the Bureau 
of Land Management is proceeding 
with the preparation of environmental 


and other analytic reports necessary’ 


for determining whether or not the 
application should be approved and if 
approved, under what terms and con- 
ditions; (2) to give all interested par- 
ties the opportunity to comment on 
the application; (3) to allow any party 
asserting a claim to the lands involved 
or having bona fide objections to the 
proposed natural gas gathering system 
to file its claim or objections in the 
Colorado State office. Any party so 
filing must include evidence that a 
copy thereof has been served on IGC 
Production Co. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief, Branch 
of Adjudication, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, Colorado State Office, Room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202, 
as promptly as possible after publica- 
tion of this notice. 

HELEN S. Bruss, 
Acting Leader, Craig Team, 
: Branch of Adjudication. 

{FR Doc. 78-26482 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 
[4310-84] 


[AA-6650-A and B] 
Alaska Native Ciaims Selection 


On October 29, and December 13, 
1974, Belkofski Corp., for the Native 
village of Belikofski, filed selection ap- 
plications AA-6650-A and AA-6650-B 
under the provisions of sec. 12 of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
701; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (Supp. V, 
1975)), for the surface estate of certain 
lands in the Belkofski area. 

As to the lands described below, the 
applications, as amended, are properly 
filed and meet the requirements of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and of the regulations issued pursuant 
thereto. These lands do not include 
any lawful entry perfected under or 
being maintained in compliance with 
Federal laws leading to acquisition of 
title. 

In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to sec. 12(a), aggre- 
gating approximately 66,861 acres, is 
considered proper for acquisition by 
Belkofski Corp. and is hereby ap- 
proved for conveyance pursuant to sec. 
14(a) of the Alaska Native Claims Set- 
tlement Act: 


SEWARD MERIDIAN, ALASKA (UNSURVEYED) 


T. 58S., R. 82 W. 
Secs. 7 and 8 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 15 to 22 (fractional), inclusive, all; 
Secs. 25 and 26 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 27 and 28, all; 
Secs. 29, 30, 31, and 32 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive, all. 


Containing approximately 7,810 acres. 


T. 59S., R. 82 W. 
Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 3, 4, and 9, all; 
Secs. 10, 11, and 14 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 15, 16, and 21 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 4,935 acres. 


T. 575S., R. 83 W. 
Sec. 3 (fractional), all; 
Sec. 4, all; 
Sec. 5 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 6 and 7, all; 
Secs. 8, 9, and 10 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 16 and 17 (fractional), all; 
Sec. 18, all; 
Secs. 19, 20, and 21 (fractional), all; 
Sec. 28 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 29 and 30 (fractional), excluding Ex- 
ecutive Order 3406. 
Containing approximately 6,744 acres. 


T. 58S., R. 83 W. 
Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 10 to 13 (fractional), inclusive, all; 
Sec. 14, all; 
Secs. 15, 16, and 17 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 24, 25, and 36 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 4,885 acres. 
T. 59 S., R. 83 W. 
Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 70 acres. 


T.575S., R. 84 W. 


Secs. 3 to 10, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 11 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 12, all; 

Secs. 13 to 17 (fractional), inclusive, all; 
Secs. 18 and 19, all; 

Secs. 20 to 25 (fractional), inclusive, all; 
Secs. 27 and 28 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 29 to 33, inclusive, ail; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all. 


Containing approximately 15,361 acres. 


T. 58S., R. 84 W. 

Secs. 3 and 4 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 5 and 6, all; . 

Sec. 7 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 8, all; 

Secs. 9, 10, and 11 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 13 through 14 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 15, 16, and 17, all; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 19 to 23 inclusive, all; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding ANCSA Sec. 
3(e) application AA-16464 (Executive 
Order 3406); : 

Secs. 26 to 35, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding ANCSA Sec. 
3(e) application AA-16464 (Executive 
Order 3406). 

Containing approximately 17,951 acres. 


T. 59S., R. 84 W. 

Secs. 1 to 4 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 5, all; 

Secs. 6, 7, and 8 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 9 (fractional), excluding U.S. Surveys 
758 tract A, 758 tract B and 2017; 

Sec. 13 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding ANCSA Sec. 
3(e) application AA-16466 (Executive 
Order 4257); 

Secs. 24 and 25 (fractional), all. 


Containing approximately 4,248 acres. 


T.575., R. 85 W. 
Sec. 36, all. 


Containing approximately 640 acres. 


T. 58S., R. 85 W. 

Secs. 1 and 11, all; 

Sec. 12 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 13 (fractional), excluding Village Se- 
lection application AA-6675-B; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
236; 

Secs. 26 and 35 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 36, all. 


Containing approximately 3,877 acres. 


T.59S., R. 85 W. 
Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 340 acres. 
Aggregating approximately 66,861 acres. 


The conveyance issued for the sur- 
face estate of the lands described 
above shall contain the following res- 
ervations to the United States: 


1. The subsurface estate therein, and all 
rights, privileges, immunities, and appurte- 
nances, of whatsoever nature, accruing unto 
said estate pursuant to the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act of December 18, i971 
(85 Stat. 688, 704, 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1613(f) 
(Supp. V, 1975)); and 

2. Pursuant to sec. 17(b) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of December 
18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 708; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1616(b) (Supp. V, 1975)), the following 
public easements, referenced by easement 
identification number (EIN) on the ease- 
ment maps in case file AA-6650-EE, are re- 
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served to the United States and subject to 
further regulation thereby: 

a. (EIN 1 C4) A continuous linear ease- 
ment twenty-five (25) feet in width upland 
of and parallel to the mean high tide line in 
order to provide access to and along the 
marine coastline and use of such shore for 
purposes such as beaching of watercraft or 
aircraft, travel along the shore, recreation, 
and other similar uses. Deviations from the 
waterline are permitted when specific condi- 
tions so require, e.g., impassable topography 
or waterfront obstruction. This easement is 
subject to the right of the owner of the ser- 
vient estate to build upon such easement a 
facility for public or private purposes, such 
right to be exercised reasonably and with- 
out undue or unnecessary interference with 
or obstrution of the easement. When access 
along the marine coastline easement is to-be 
obstructed, the owner of the servient estate 
will be obligated to convey to the United 
States an acceptable alternate access route, 
at no cost to the United States, prior to the 
creation of such obstruction. 

b. (EIN 2 C) The right of the United 
States to enter upon the lands hereinabove 
granted for cadastral, geodetic, or other 
survey purposes is reserved, together with 
the right to do all things necessary in con- 
nection therewith. 


These reservations have not been 
conformed to the Departmental ease- 
ment policy announced March 3, 1978. 
Conformance is contingent upon reso- 
lution of the litigation Calista, et al. v. 
Andrus and implementation of the 
Secretary’s new easement policy. 

The grant of lands shall be subject 
to: 


1. Issuance of a patent confirming the 
boundary description of the lands herein- 
above granted after approval and filing by 
the Bureau of Land Management of the of- 
ficial plat of survey covering such lands; 

2. Valid existing rights therein, if any, in- 
cluding but not limited to those created by 
any lease (including a lease issued under sec. 
6(g) of the Alaska Statehood Act of July 7, 
1958 (72 Stat. 339, 341; 48 U.S.C. Ch. 2, Sec. 
6(g) (1970))), contract, permit, right-of-way, 
or easement, and the right of the lessee, 
contractee, permittee, or grantee to the 
complete enjoyment of all rights, privileges, 
and benefits thereby granted to him; 

3. Requirements of sec. 14(c) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of December 
18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 703; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1613(c) (Supp. V, 1975), that the grantee 
hereunder convey those portions, if any, of 
the lands hereinabove granted, as are pre- 
scribed in said section; and 

4. The terms and conditions of the agree- 
ment dated January 18, 1977, between the 
Secretary of the Interior, The Aleut Corp., 
Belkofski Corp., and other Aleut village cor- 
porations. A copy of the agreement shall be 
attached to and become a part of the con- 
veyance document. and shall be recorded 
therewith. A copy of the agreement is locat- 
ed in the Bureau of Land Management ease- 
ment case file for Belkofski Corp. serialized 
AA-6650-EE. Any person wishing to exam- 
ine this agreement may do so at the Bureau 
of Land Management, Alaska State Office, 
555 Cordova Street, Anchorage, Alaska. 


Belkofski Corp. is entitled to convey- 
ance of 69,120 acres of land selected 
pursuant to sec. 12(a) of the Alaska 
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Native Claims Settlement Act. To 
date, approximately 66,861 acres of 
this entitlement have been approved 
for conveyance; the remaining entitle- 
ment of approximately 2,259 acres will 
be conveyed at a later date. 

Pursuant to sec. 14(f) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act, convey- 
ance of the subsurface estate of the 
lands described above shall be granted 
to the Aleut Corp. when conveyance is 
granted to Belkofski Corp. for the sur- 
face estate and shall be subject to the 
same conditions as the surface convey- 
ance. 

There are no inland water bodies 
considered to be navigable within the 
lands described. 

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER and once a 
week, for four (4) consecutive weeks, 
in the Anchorage Times. Any party 
claiming a property interest in lands 
affected by this decision may appeal 
the decision to the Alaska Native 
Claims Appeal Board, P.O. Box 2433, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99510, with a copy 
served upon both the Bureau of Land 
Management, Alaska State Office, 555 
Cordova Street, Pouch 7-512, Anchor- 
age, Alaska 99510, and the Regional 
Solicitor, Office of the Solicitor, 510 L 
Street, Suite 408, Anchorage, Alaska 
99501, also: 

1. Any party receiving service of this 
decision shall have 30 days from the 
receipt of this decision to file an 
appeal. 

2. Any unknown parties, any parties 
unable to be located and any parties 
who failed or refused to sign the 
return receipt shall have until October 
23, 1978, to file an appeal. 

3. Any party known or unknown who 

_-may claim a property interest which is 
adversely affected by this decision 
shall be deemed to have waived those 
rights which were adversely affected 
unless an appeal is timely filed with 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board. 

4. If Belkofski Corp. or the Aleut 
Corp. objects to any easement which is 
identified herein for reservation in the 
conveyance, which is subject to the 
discretion of the State Director and 
not reserved pursuant to an express 
Secretarial directive, a petition for re- 
consideration must be filed within 30 
days from receipt of service with the 
State Director, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, 555 Cordova Street, Pouch 7- 
512, Anchorage, Alaska 99510. A copy 
of the petition should be served upon 
the Regional Solicitor, Office of the 
Solicitor, 510 L Street, Suite 408, An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501. If a petition for 
reconsideration is not filed, it will be 
deemed that the right to contest any 
such easement has been waived. 
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To avoid summary dismissal of the 
appeal, there must be strict compli- 
ance with the regulations governing 
such appeal. Further information on 
the manner of, and requirements for, 
filing an appeal may be obtained from 
the Bureau of Land Management, 555 
Cordova Street, Pouch 7-512, Anchor- 
age, Alaska 99510. 

If an appeal is taken, the adverse 
parties to be served are: 


Belkofski Corp., Belkofski, Alaska 99612. 
The Aleut Corp., 833 Gambell Street, An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501. 


Sur A. WoLr, 
Chief, Branch of Adjudication, 
Division of ANCSA. 
(FR Doc. 78-26514 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


{Colorado 26979] 
COLORADO 
R/W Application for Pipeline 


SEPTEMBER 11, 1978. 


Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 449), as 
amended (30 U.S.C. 185), David M. 
Munson, Inc., 1800 First National 
Bank Building, Dallas, TX 75202, has 
applied for a right-of-way for approxi- 
mately 7 miles of natural gas pipeline 
to collect and deliver gas to the Moun- 
tain Fuel Supply Co. transmission line 
on the following public land: 


SIxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, R10 BLANCO 
County, CoLo. 


T.15S., R. 100 W., 
Sec. 25, S2NW%, NE%“SW%, SW%SE%; 
and 
Sec. 36, Lot 1, NW%4sNE%. 
T.1S., R. 99 W. 
Sec. 30, Lots 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20; 
Sec. 31, EYZNE%; and 
Sec. 32, W%SW%, SW%NW*. 
T.2S., R. 99 W., 
Sec. 5, WLW; 
Sec. 8, W%%; and 
Sec. 17, EZ2NW%, SW%4NE, W'2SE%. 


The above-named gathering system 
will enable the applicant to collect and 
deliver natural gas. The purposes for 
this notice are: (1) To inform the 
public that the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement is proceeding with the prepa- 
ration of environmental and other 
analytic reports, necessary for deter- 
mining whether or not the application 
should be approved and if approved, 
under what terms and conditions; (2) 
to give all interested parties the oppor- 
tunity to comment on the application; 
(3) to allow any party asserting a 
claim to the lands involved or having 
bona fide objections to the proposed 
natural gas gathering system to file its 
claim or objections in the Colorado 
State Office. Any party so filing must 
include evidence that a copy thereof 
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has been served on David M. Munson, 
Inc. 

Any comment, claim, or objections 
must be filed with the Chief, Branch 
of Adjudication, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, Colorado State Office, Room 
700, Colorado State Bank Building, 
1600 Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202, 
as promptly as possible after publica- 
tion of this notice. 


ANDREW W. HEARD, Jr., 
Leader, Craig Team, 
Branch of Adjudication. 
{FR Doc. 78-26522 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


SALMON DISTRICT GRAZING ADVISORY 
BOARD 


Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of 
the Salmon District Grazing Advisory 
Board will be held on October 26, 
1978. 

The meeting will begin at 10 a.m. in 
the conference room of the Bureau of 
Land Management Office on South 
Highway 93, Salmon, Idaho. 

The agenda for the meeting will in- 
clude: (1) To review the proposed 
action in the Challis Planning Unit 
Draft Supplemental Environmental 
Statement, (2) to consider and make 
recommendations concerning  allot- 
ment management plans for the Chal- 
lis Planning Unit, and (3) to consider 
and make recommendations concern- 
ing the expenditure of range better- 
ment and advisory board funds for 
range improvements. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Anyone may make oral statements to 
the board or file written statements 
for the board’s consideration. Anyone 
wishing to make an oral statement 
must notify the District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 430, Salmon, Idaho 83467, by Oc- 
tober 20, 1978. 

Summary minutes of the board 
meeting will be maintained in the dis- 
trict office and will be available for 
public inspection within 30 days fol- 
lowing the meeting. 


Harry R. FINLAYSON, 
District Manager. 
{FR Doc. 78-26523 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
SEVIER COUNTY, UTAH 
Coal Lease Offering by Sealed Bid 


SEPTEMBER 11, 1978. . 

U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Bureau of Land Management, Utah 
State Office, University Club Building, 
136 East South Temple, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84111. Notice is hereby 
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given that the coal resources herein- 
after described in Sevier County, 
Utah, will be offered for coal lease by 
sealed bid of $25 per acre minimum 
bonus to the qualified bidder of the 
highest cash amount per acre or frac- 
tion thereof. The sale will be held at 2 
p.m., m.d.t., October 2, 1978, in Room 
1408 of the University Club Building. 
At that time all sealed bids will be 
opened and read, and the highest bid 
announced. Sealed bids may not be 
modified or withdrawn unless such 
modification or withdrawal is received 
before the date, time, and place set for 
the opening of such bids. The Depart- 
ment reserves the right to reject any 
and all bids and also the right to offer 
the lease to the next highest qualified 
bidder if the successful bidder fails to 
obtain the lease for any reason. If any 
bid is rejected, the deposit made on 
the day of the sale will be returned. 
Payment of the bonus shall be on a de- 
ferred basis, one-fifth due on the day 
of the sale, and the balance in equal 
annual installments on the first four 
anniversary dates of the lease. The 
successful bidder is obligated to pay 
for the newspaper publications of this 
notice. 

Warning to Bidders. A bidder will 
not be considered qualified if he holds 
or controls more than 46,080 acres of 
Federal coal leases in Utah or 100,000 
acres of Federal coal leases in the 
United States. In accordance with the 
Federal Coal Leasing Amendments Act 
of 1975, it will be necessary that the 
high bidder, as a prospective lessee, 
disclose the nature and extent of his 
coal holdings to the Department of 
Justice before issuance of the lease. 

Public Comments. The public is in- 
vited to submit written comments on 
the fair market value of the coal to be 
leased. Approximately 13,700,000 tons 
in the average 1li-foot thick Upper 
Hiawatha coal seam will be mined 
from the lands to be leased. Written 
comments on the fair market value 
will be received by the Bureau of Land 
Management, Utah State Office, Uni- 


- versity Club Building, 136 East South 


Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. A 
copy of the written comments should 
also be submitted to the Office of the 
Conservation Manager, Geological 
Survey, Box 25046, Denver Federal 
Center, Denver, Colo. 80225. Written 
comments must be received by Sep- 
tember 25, 1978, in order to be consid- 
ered. Ail written comments submitted 
by the public on fair market value, 
except those portions identified as 
proprietary by the commenter and 
meeting exemptions stated in the 
Freedom of Information Act, will be 
available for public inspection. 

Coal Offered. The lands are located 
in the Manti-LaSal and Fishlake Na- 
tional Forests and the Richfield Dis- 
trict approximately 30 miles east of 


the community of Salina, Utah. The 
coal to be offered is limited to the 
Upper Hiawatha coal seam containing 
13,700,000 tons of recoverable coal. 
The lands are described as follows: 
T. 218., R.5 E., SLM, Utah 

Sec. 32, lots 1-4, N%S%; and 

Sec. 33, lot 1, NW%SW'*. 
T. 22S.,R.5 E., SLM, Utah 

Sec. 4, lot 4, SW%4NW'%, W%SW%; 

Sec. 5, all; 

Sec. 7,S% NE%, EYZSW%, SE%; 

Sec. 8,.all; 

Sec. 17, NE%, NYNW%; and 

Sec. 18, NE%, EXNW%. 
Containing 2,631.98 acres. 


Detailed Statement. A detailed state- 
ment of the terms and conditions of 
the lease offer, how and where to 
submit sealed bids, and the obligations 
of the high bidder to pay for publica- 
tion of this notice may be obtained 
from the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Utah State Office. 


Pav. L. Howarp, 
State Director. 
{FR Doc. 78-26524 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


[A-052985, etc.] 
TYONEK NATIVE CORP. 


Decision to Issue Conveyance Temperarily 
Suspended 


SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


State of Alaska, Division of Lands, 
323 East Fourth Avenue, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99501, A-052985, A-052991, 
State selections; Tyonek Native Corp., 
445 East Fifth Avenue, Suite 9, An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501, AA-6707-B, 
AA-6707-C, village selections, Cook 
Inlet Region, Inc., P.O. Drawer 4-N, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99509. 

The decision to issue conveyance to 
Tyonek Native Corp., notice of which 
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
(43 FR 31438), is hereby temporarily 
suspended pending the _ reconsider- 
ation of easements reserved pursuant 
to section 17(b\3) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act. 

This suspension is in accordance 
with the agreement dated January 18, 
1977, between the Secretary of the In- 
terior, Tyonek Native Corp., and Cook 
Inlet Region Inc. 

GERALD W. ZAMBER, 
Acting Chief, Division of 
ANCSA Operations. 
{FR Doc. 78-2651? Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4310-70] 
Office of the Secretary 
[INT FES 78-6] 


PROPOSED GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN, 
TUSKEGEE INSTITUTE NATIONAL HISTORIC 
SITE, ALABAMA 


Availability of Final Environmental Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Department of the Interior 
has prepared a final environmental 
statement on the proposed general 
management plan for Tuskegee Insti- 
tute national historic site, Alabama. 

The statement considers the man- 
agement, preservation and interpreta- 
tion of Tuskegee Institute national 
historic site. 

The final environmental statement 
and general management plan will be 
available for public review at the ad- 
dresses given below on or before Octo- 
ber 23, 1978, before proposals therein 
are activated. 


Southeast Regional Office, National Park 
Service, 1895 Phoenix Boulevard, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30349. 

Superintendent, Horsehoe Bend National 
Military Park, Route 1, Box 53, Daviston, 
Ala. 36256. 

Superintendent, Tuskegee Institute Nation- 
al Historic Site, 899 Old Montgomery 
Road, Tuskegee, Ala. 36083. 

NotTe.—The U.S. Department of the Inte- 
rior has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an economic impact state- 
ment under Executive Order 11821, as 
amended by Executive Order 11949, and 
OMB Circular A-107. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 
LarRRY E. MEIEROTTO, 


Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 


{FR Doc. 78-26483 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


National Park Service 


YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK; DRAFT GENERAL 
MANAGEMENT PLAN AND ENVIRONMEN- 
TAL IMPACT STATEMENT 


Public Meetings; Intent 


Notice is hereby given that the Na- 
tional Park Service will hold a series 
of 10 public meetings, 9 in California 
and 1 in Washington, D.C., in Novem- 
ber and December 1978 to provide in- 
dividuals, organizations, and other 
governmental agencies an opportunity 
to comment on the draft General 
Management Plan for Yosemite Na- 
tional Park and the accompanying 
draft environmental statement. 

These meetings are part of the 
public involvement effort which has 
been used throughout the planning 


NOTICES 


process leading to the development of 
the draft documents. 

All meetings will begin at 7:30 p.m. 
local time. However, at each location 
National Park Service officials will be 
present from 2 to 4 p.m. each meeting 
day, and for 1 hour prior to the meet- 
ing to discuss the draft General Man- 
agement Plan on an informal basis 
with interested individuals. Schedule 
of the meetings is as follows: 


November 27, Yosemite National Park, 
Valley Visitor Center. 

November 28, Fresno, Sheraton Inn, 2550 
West Clinton Ave. 

November 29, Bishop, Union High School, 
301 North Fowler. 

November 30, Sacramento, Masonic Temple, 
1123 “J” St. 

December 4, San Francisco, California Hall, 
625 Polk St. 

December 5, Oakland, Municipal Audito- 
rium Theater, 10 Tenth St. 

December 6, Anaheim, Orange County 
Room, Anaheim Convention Center, 800 
West Katella Ave. 

December 7, Woodland Hills, Pierce College 
Campus Center, 6201 Winnetka Ave. 

December 11, San Diego Natural History 
Museum, El Prado and Village Place, 
Balboa Park. 

December 13, Washington, D.C., Depart- 
ment of the Interior Auditorium, 18th and 
C Sts. NW. 


Interested individuals, representa- 
tives of organizations and public offi- 
cials are encouraged and invited to ex- 
press their views at these public meet- 
ings. Those unable to appear in person 
may submit written statements to the 
Superintendent, P.O.-Box 577, Yosem- 
ite National Park, Calif. 95389, by Jan- 
uary 15, 1979, for inclusion in the 
public record. 

Those who wish to provide oral com- 
ments for the record will be requested 
to register at the door. The number of 
people and time limitations may make 
it necessary to limit the length of oral 
presentations. An oral statement, how- 
ever, may be supplemented by a more 
complete written statement which aiso 
will be made a part of the record. 

After a presentation of the Draft 
General Management Plan by the 
Park Superintendent, the chairperson, 
insofar as possible, will adhere to the 
following order in calling for the pres- 
entation of oral comments: 


1. Governor of the State of California or 
his representative. 

2. Members of Congress. 

3. Members of the State legislature. 

4. Official representatives of the counties 
in which the part is located. 

5. Officials of other Federal agencies or 
public bodies. 

6. Organizations in alphabetical order. 

7. Individuals in order of registration. 

8. Others, to the extent time is available. 


Review copies of the draft General 
Management Plan and its environmen- 
tal impact statement are on file at the 
reference desks of leading libraries 
throughout the State of California, at 
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National Park Service headquarters in 
Washington, D.C., Yosemite National 
Park, the Western Regional Office of 
the National Park Service in San 
Francisco, and the National Park Serv- 
ice Los Angeles Field Office. Outside 
of California the documents may be 
reviewed at the Federal Information 
Center, Room 250, 219 South Dear- 
born, Chicago; the National Park Serv- 
ice Southern Arizona Group Office, 
Phoenix; the National Park Service 
Office, Room 10-G-3, 819 Taylor 
Street, Fort Worth; National Park 
area office, Room 202, 540 West Fifth 
Avenue, Anchorage; National Park 
State Director’s Office, 300 Ala Moana 
Bivd., Honolulu; Federal Hall National 
Memorial, New York City; and in the 
National Park Service Regional Of- 
fices in Seattle, Atlanta, Santa Fe, 
Omaha, Philadelphia, Boston, and 
Lakewood (Denver), Colo. Those who 
wish to purchase copies of the docu- 
ments may do so from the Superin- 
tendent of Documents, U.S. Govern- 
ment Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. The price of the draft 
General Management Plan is $3.75 
and the draft Environmental State- 
ment is $11.25. A Summary of the plan 
is available free, in limited quantity, 
from the Superintendent, Yosemite 
National Park. 


Dated: September 13, 1978. 


JOHN H. Davis, 
Acting Regional Director, 
Western Region. 
{FR Doc. 78-26672 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-05] 


Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and 
Enforcement 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON MINING AND 
MINERAL RESOURCES RESEARCH 


Meeting 


This notice is issued in accordance 
with the provisions of the Federal Ad- 
visory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 
5 U.S.C. App. I) and the Office of 
Management and Budget’s Circular 
No. A-63, revised. 

The Advisory Committee on Mining 
and Mineral Resources Research will 
meet from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. (or comple- 
tion of business) on October 5, 1978, in 
room 1042, Columbia Plaza, 2401 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

The meeting will deal with the fol- 
lowing principal subjects: 

1. Review of minutes of previous 
meeting—Assistant Director David R. 
Maneval. 

2. Evaluation of potential areas of 
research by Mineral Institutes. 

3. Policies, responsibilities and 
future activities of the Advisory Com- 
mittee. 
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The meeting of this Committee is 
open to the public. Approximately 40 
visitors can be accommodated on a 
first come, first serve basis. Written 
statements concerning the subjects are 
welome. 

Visitors who expect to attend should 
make this known no later than Octo- 
ber 2 to: 

David R. Maneval, Assistant Director— 
Technical Services and Research, Office of 
Surface Mining, Room 114, South Interior 
Building, 19th and Constitution Avenue 


NW., Washington, D.C. 20240, phone 202- 
343-4264. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


WALTER N. HEINE, 
Director, Office of Surface 
Mining, Reclamation, and En- 
forcement. 
{FR Doc. 78-26544 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-05] 


AVAILABILITY OF MINING PLAN FOR PUBLIC 
REVIEW 


Energy Fuels Corp. of Denver, Colo., 
has submitted a modification of its 
previously approved mining plan 
under provisions of 30 CFR 211. 
Energy proposes to mine 200 addition- 
al acres of Federal coal lands adjoin- 
ing its ongoing Number 2 mine oper- 
ation in Routt County, Colo. The pro- 
posed operations would be on pro- 
posed Federal coal lease Colorado 
20900 in Township 5 North, Range 86 
and 87 West, 6th Principle Meridian. 
The proposed plan has not been re- 
viewed for completeness or adequacy 
by the Office of Surface Mining. 

A copy of the proposed mine plan 
modification is on file for public 
review at the Office of the Regional 
Director, Region V, who may be af- 
fected by this proposal. Comments 
should be filed with the Regional Di- 
rector within 30 days of the date of 
this release. 

The address of the Regional Direc- 
tor is: Regional Director, Office of 
Surface Mining, Room 270, Post Office 
Building, 1823 Stout Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 


Dated: September 19, 1978. 


WALTER N. HEINE, P.E., 
Director, Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and En- 
forcement. 


{FR Doc. 78-26702 Filed 9-20-78; 9:41 am] 
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[4410-01] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Antitrust Division 


UNITED STATES v. HAWAIIAN HOLIDAYS 
TOURS, INC., ET AL. 


Proposed Consent Judgment and Competitive 
Impact Statement 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
the Antitrust Procedures and Penal- 
ties Act, 15 U.S.C. 16 (b) through (h) 
(APPA), that a proposed consent judg- 
ment and a competitive impact state- 
ment as set out below have been filed 
with the U.S. District Court for the 
District of Hawaii in Civil No. 76-0371, 
United States v. Hawaiian Holidays 
Tours, Inc., et al. Consenting to the 
proposed judgment are all the defend- 
ants in this case, Hawaiian Holidays 
Tours, Inc., Hawaiian Holidays, Inc., 
Inter-Island Travel Service, Ltd., d.b.a. 
Trade Wind Tours of Hawaii, Interna- 
tional Travel Brokers, Inc., and Hawaii 
Unlimited. The complaint in this 
action alleged that the defendants 
conspired to fix prices for group inclu- 
sive tours (GIT tours) for the Hawai- 
ian market. The judgment enjoins the 
defendants from agreeing to fix, main- 
tain, or stabilize the prices or terms or 
conditions of sale of GIT tour pack- 
ages and also enjoins the defendants 
from exchanging prices, markups, 
terms, or conditions of sale of GIT 
tour packages with each other or an- 
other person or business engaged in 
the sale of GIT tour packages. The 
competitive impact statement de- 
scribes the anticipated effects of the 
proposed judgment on competition, 
and evaluates alternative relief pro- 
posals actually considered by the 
United States. Public comment is in- 
vited within the statutory 60-day time 
period. Such comments and responses 
thereto will be published in the Freprr- 
AL REGISTER and filed with the court. 
Comments should be directed to An- 
thony E. Desmond, Chief, San Fran- 
cisco Field Office, Antitrust Division, 
Department of Justice, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, Room 16432, Box 36046, 
San Francisco, Calif. 94102. 


Dated: September 11, 1978. 


RICHARD J. FAVRETTO, 
Deputy Director of 
Operations, Antitrust Division. 


Down B. OVERALL, 

StTEvEN L. WEINSTEIN, 

Antitrust Division, U.S. Depariment of Jus- 
tice, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Room 
16432, Box 36046, San Francisco, Calif. 
94102, Telephone 415-556-6300. 


UNITED StaTEs DiIstRIcT Court, DISTRICT OF 
Hawall 


United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
Hawaiian Holidays Tours, Inc.; Hawai- 
ian Holidays, Inc.; Inter-Island Travel 
Service, Limited, d.b.a. Trade Wind 


Tours of Hawaii; International Travel 
‘Brokers, Inc.; and Hawaii Unlimited, 
Defendants. 


Civil No. 76-0371. 
Filed: September 11, 1978. 


STIPULATION 


It is stipulated by and between the under- 
signed parties, plaintiff United States of 
America, and defendants Hawaiian Holidays 
Tours, Inc.; Hawaiian Holidays, Inc.; Inter- 
Island Travel Service, Ltd., d.b.a. Trade 
Wind Tours of Hawaii; International Travel 
Brokers, Inc.; and Hawaii Unlimited, by 
their respective attorneys, that: 

1. The parties consent that a final judg- 
ment in the form hereto attached may be 
filed and entered by the court, upon the 
motion of any party or upon the court’s own 
motion, at any time after compliance with 
the requirements of the Antitrust Proce- 
dures and Penalties Act (15 U.S.C. 16) and 
without further notice to any party or other 
proceedings, provided that plaintiff has not 
withdrawn its consent, which it may do at 
any time before the entry of the proposed 
final judgment by serving notice thereof on 
defendants and by filing that notice with 
the Court. : 

2. In the event plaintiff withdraws its con- 
sent or if the proposed final judgment is not 
entered pursuant to this stipulation, this 
stipulation shall be of no effect whatever 
and the making of this stipulation shall be 
without prejudice to plaintiff or defendants 
in this or any other proceeding. 


For the Plaintiff: John H. Shenefiled, 
Assistant Attorney General; William E. 
Swope, Charles F. B. McAleer, Antho- 
ny E. Desmond, Don B. Overall, 
Steven L. Weinstein, Attorneys, De- 
partment of Justice. 


For the Defendants: Alexander Anolik, 
Alexander Anolik, a professional law 
corporation, San Francisco, Calif., Af- 
torney for Inter-Island Travel Service, 
Lid., and Hawaii Unlimited; Lawrence 
B. Kahn, Great Neck, N.Y., Attorney 
Jor International Travel Brokers, Inc.; 
Thomas H. Baer, Baer & McGoldrick, 
New York} N.Y., Attorney for Hawai- 
ian Holidays Tours, Inc., and Hawai- 
ian Holidays, Inc. 


Down B. OVERALL, 

STEVEN L. WEINSTEIN, 

Antitrust Division, U.S. Department of Jus- 
tice, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Room 
16432, Box 36046, San Francisco, Calif. 
94102, telephone 415-556-6300. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT CoURT, DISTRICT OF 
HAWAII 


United States of America, Plaintiff, v. Ha- 
waiian Holidays Tours, Inc.; Hawaiian 
Holidays, Inc.; Inter-Island Travei Service, 
Lid., d.b.a. Trade Wind Tours of Hawaii; In- 
ternational Travel Brokers, Inc.; and 
Hawaii Unlimited, Defendants. 


Civil No. 76-0371. 
Filed: September 11, 1978. 


FINAL JUDGMENT 


Plaintiff, United States of America, 
having filed its complaint herein on October 
5, 1976, and the plaintiff and the defend- 
ants, by their respective attorneys, having 
consented to the entry of this final judg- 
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ment, without trial or adjudication of any 
issue of fact or law herein and without this 
final judgment consituting any evidence 
against or admission by any party with re- 
spect to any issue of fact or law herein: 

Now therefore, without any testimony 
being taken herein, and without trial or ad- 
judication of any issue of fact or law herein, 
and upon the consent of all parties hereto, 
it is hereby 

Ordered, adjudged and decreed: 


I 


This court has jurisdiction of the subject 
matter herein and of the parties hereto. 
The complaint states a claim upon which 
relief may be granted against the defend- 
ants under section 1 of the Sherman Act (15 
U.S.C. 1). 


II 


As used in this final judgment: 

(a) “Person” means any individual, corpo- 
ration, partnership, firm, associatign, or 
other business or legal entity; 

(b) “Hawaii” means the State of Hawaii; 

(c) “Mainland” means all of the States of 
the United states except the State of 
Hawaii; 

(d) “GIT tour package” means a bundle of 
components generally consisting of air 
transportation, hotel accommodations, and 
sightseeing features offered for group travel 
to Hawaii based on a discounted airfare 
known as a “group inclusive tour” fare; 

(e) “Tour operator,” sometimes also 
known in the industry as a “wholesaler,” 
means any company engaged in the assem- 
bling, sale, and operation of GIT tour pack- 
ages; and 

(f) “Pooling” means the method by which 
two or more tour operators jointly provide 
passengers for the same airplane flight in 
order to utilize a GIT airfare. 


Ill 


The provisions of this final judgment are 
applicable to all defendants herein and shall 
also apply to each of said defendants’ offi- 
cers, directors, agents, employees, subsidiar- 
ies, successors, and assigns, and to ail other 
persons in active concert or participation 
with any of them, who shall have received 
actual notice of this final judgment by per- 
sonal service or otherwise. 


IV 


Each defendant is enjoined and restrained 
from: 5 

(a) Directly or indirectly entering into, ad- 
hering to, enforcing, maintaining, further- 
ing, or claiming any right under any con- 
tract, agreement, understanding, plan, or 
program, concert of action, combination or 
conspiracy with any person, directly or indi- 
rectly to fix, maintain, or stabilize the 
prices, terms, or conditions of sale, or mark- 
ups of GIT tour packages, or 

(b) Suggesting to, discussing with or ex- 
pressly or implicitly furnishing to or re- 
questing from any tour operator or person 
associated with or employed by any tour op- 
erator any price, markup, term, or condition 
with respect to GIT tours. 


V 


Nothing contained in section IV above or 
this final judgment shall apply to any nego- 
tiation or communication between the de- 
fendants or a defendant and another tour 
operator or person associated with or em- 
ployed by a tour operator, the sole purpose 
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of which is a bona fide proposed or actual 
purchase or sale of tour components for 
GIT tours. 

Nothing contained in section IV above or 
this final judgment shall prohibit pooling 
agreements between the defendants or a de- 
fendant and another person to the extent 
that such agreements may provide for a spe- 
cific number of passengers each member of 
a@ pool must produce for each airplane flight 
and any penalties to be assessed to a 
member of a pool for failure to provide the 
required number of passengers. 


vI 


Each defendant shall require, as a condi- 
tion of the sale or other disposition of all, or 
substantially all, of the assets used by it 
that the acquiring party agree to be hound 
by the provisions of this final judgmeni. 
The acquiring party shall file with the 
court, and serve upon the plaintiff, its con- 
sent to be bound by this final judgment. 


VII 


Each defendant is ordered and directed: 

(a) To furnish within sixty (60) days after 
entry of this final judgment a copy thereof 
to each of its officers and directors, and to 
each of its managing agents and employees 
having any responsibility for or authority 
over the establishment of the pricing or 
markup on or price of any tour or compo- 
nent thereof which said defendant sells or 
proposes to sell or for the establishment of 
commissions to be paid travel agents there- 
for; 

(b) To furnish a copy of this final judg- 
ment to each person who becomes an officer 
or director, or managing agent or employee 
described in subsection (a) of this section 
VII, within sixty (60) days after such persona 
is employed by or becomes associated with 
such defendant; 

(c) To take additional affirmative steps to 
advise each of its officers and directors, and 
each managing agent and employee de- 
scribed in subsection (a) of this section VII 
of its and their obligations under this final 
judgment and of the criminal penalties for 
violation of section IV of this final judg- 
ment, including written directives setting 
forth corporate compliance policies, distri- 
bution of final judgments, and meetings to 
review its terms and the obligations it im- 
poses. 

(d) To file with the court and serve upon 
the plaintiff, within ninety (90) days from 
the date of entry of this final judgment, an 
affidavit as to the fact and manner of its 
compliance with subsection (a) of this sec- 
tion VII; and 

(e) To obtain, from each person described 
in subsection (a) or (b) of this section VII, a 
written statement evidencing such person’s 
receipt of a copy of this final judgment, and 
to retain such statements in its files. 


VII 


For the purpose of determining or secur- 
ing compliance with this final judgment, 
upon written request of the Attorney Gen- 
eral or the Assistant Attorney General in 
charge of the Antitrust Division or his 
agent, subject to any legally recognized 
privilege: 

(a) On reasonable notice to a defendant 
made to its principal office duly authorized 
representatives of the Department of Jus- 
tice shall be permitted: 

1. Access, during office hours of such de- 
fendant, to inspect and copy all books, led- 
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gers, accounts, correspondence, memoranda, 
and other records and documents in the pos- 
session or under the'control of such defend- 
ant relating to any matters contained in this 
final judgment; and 

2. Subject to the reasonable convenience 
of such defendant and without restraint or 
interference from it, to interview officers, 
directors, employees, or agents of such de- 
fendants, any of whom may have counsel 
present, regarding any matters contained in 
this final judgment. 

(b) Each defendant shall submit such re- 
ports in writing, under oath if requested, 
with respect to matters contained in this 
final judgment as may from time to time be 
so requested. 

No information or documents obtained by 
the means permitted in this section VIII 
shall be divulged by any representative of 
the Department of Justice to any person, 
other than a duly authorized representative 
of the executive branch of the plaintiff, 
except in the course of legal proceedings to 
which the United States is a party, or for 
the purpose of securing compliance with 
this final judgment, or as otherwise re- 
quired by law. 

If at any time information or documents 
are furnished by a defendant to plaintiff, 
such defendant represents and identifies in 
writing the material in any such informa- 
tion or documents of a type described in 
rule 26(c)(7) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, and said defendant marks each 
pertinent page of such material, “Subject to 
claim of protection under Rule 26(c)(7) of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,” then 
10 days notice shall be given by plaintiff to 
such defendant prior to divulging such ma- 
terial in any legal proceeding (other than a 
grand jury proceeding) to which the defend- 
ant is not a party. 


Ix 


Jurisdiction is retained by the court for 
the purpose of enabling any of the parties 
to this final judgment to apply to this court 
at any time for such further orders and di- 
rections as may be necessary or appropriate 
for the construction or modification of any 
of the provisions thereof, for the enforce- 
ment of compliance therewith, and for the 
punishment of violations thereof. 


x 


Entry of this final judgment is in the 
public interest. 


Dated: 








U.S. District Judge. 


Don B. OVERALL, 

STEVEN L. WEINSTEIN, 

Antitrust Division, U.S. Department of Jus- 
tice, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Room 
16432, Box 36046, San Francisco, Calif. 
94102, Telephone 415-556-6300. 


UNITED STATES District CouRT, DISTRICT OF 
Hawall 


United States of America, Plaintiff, v. Ha- 
waiian Holidays Tours, Inc.; Hawaiian 
Holidays, Inc.; Inter-Island Travel Service, 
Ltd., d.b.a. Trade Wind Tours of Hawaii; In- 
ternational Travel Brokers, Inc,; and 
Hawaii Unlimited, Defendants. 


Civil No. 76-0371. 
Filed: September 11, 1978. 
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CoMPETITIVE Impact STATEMENT 


Pursuant to section 2(b) of the Antitrust 
Procedures and Penalties Act (15 U.S.C. 16 
(b)-(h)), the United States of America 
hereby submits this competitive impact 
statement relating to the proposed consent 
judgment submitted for entry in this civil 
antitrust proceeding. 


I. NATURE AND PURPOSE OF THE PROCEEDING 


On October 5, 1976, the United States 
filed a civil complaint: under section 4 of the 
Sherman Act (15 U.S.C. 4), alleging that the 
defendants, Hawaiian Holidays Tours, Inc., 
Hawaiian Holidays, Inc., Inter-Island Travel 
Service, Ltd., d.b.a. Trade Wind Tours of 
Hawaii, International Travel Brokers, Inc., 
and Hawaii Unlimited, violated section 1 of 
the Sherman Act (15 U.S.C. 1). The com- 
plaint alleges a combination and conspiracy 
in unreasonable restraint of interstate com- 
merce, the terms of which were that the de- 
fendants and various coconspirators agreed 
to fix, raise, maintain, and stabilize the 
prices, terms, and conditions of sale of GIT 
tour packages. Simultaneously, an indict- 


ment was returned against the defendants . 


and two individuals charging them with the, 
same offenses. All of the individuals and 
corporate defendants entered nolo conten- 
dere pleas and were subsequently sentenced 
by the court. Hawaii Unlimited, a partner- 
ship composed of two of the defendants, was 
dismissed from the criminal action. 


II. PRACTICES AND EVENTS GIVING RISE TO 
THE ALLEGED VIOLATION OF THE ANTITRUST 
Laws 


The defendants in this case consist of two 
groups composed of interrelated companies. 
One group, hereinafter referred to as Ha- 
waiian Holidays, consists of Hawaiian Holi- 
days, Inc., and Hawaiian Holidays Tours, 
Inc. Both of these defendants are wholly 
owned by Norman Sosner and his family. 
The other group, hereinafter referred to as 
Trade Wind Tours, consists of Inter-Island 
Travel Service, Ltd., d.b.a. Trade Wind 
Tours of Hawaii, International Travel Bro- 
kers, Inc., and Hawaii Unlimited. Hawaii 
Unlimited is a partnership composed of 
Inter-Island Travel Service, Ltd., and Inter- 
national Travel Brokers, Inc. 

Hawaiian Holidays and Trade Wind Tours 
engage in the assembly, sale, and operation 
of group inclusive tour packages (herein- 
after referred to as GIT’s) between the 
mainland United States and Hawaii. The 
GIT’s consist of round-trip air transporta- 
tion and a bundle of components generally 
consisting of hotel accommodations and 
sightseeing features. GIT’s utlize discounted 
airfares which require the existence of 
groups of certain sizes, simultaneous depar- 
ture and return by all members of the 
group, purchase and payment for tickets a 
prescribed time in advance of departure, 
and purchase of ground services in Hawaii, 
such as hotel accommodations and sightsee- 
ing features, having a minimum value speci- 
fied by the tariffs filed with the Civil Aero- 
nautics Board by the airlines serving 
Hawaii. The defendants sold their GIT 
packages either directly to the public 
through their own mainland retail outlets 
or through mainland retail travel agents 
who were paid commissions for their sales. 
Defendants’ sales of GIT’s during the 
period of the conspiracy were more than 
$150,000,000. 

The defendants engaged in a conspiracy 
to fix, raise, maintain, and stabilize the 
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prices, terms, and conditions of sale of GIT 
tour packages during the period of this com- 


- plaint in order to restrain commerce be- 


tween the mainland and Hawaii. The de- 
fendants agreed to use indentical or nearly 
identical prices for GIT tours based upon 
identical airfares, agreed to use a standard 
“tax service” or “service charge” on each 
GIT tour, and attempt to induce competi- 
tors to join their conspiracy. 


III. EXPLANATION OF THE PROPOSED CONSENT 
JUDGEMENT 


A. PROHIBITED CONDUCT 


Section IV ofthe proposed judgement 
prohibits each of the defendants from en- 
tering into any agreements or understand- 
ings between themselves or any other 
person or business to fix, maintain, or stabi- 
lize the prices or terms or-eonditions of sale 
of GIT tour packages, and section IV also 
prohibits the defendants from exchanging 
prices, markups, terms, or conditions of sale 
of GIT tour packages with each other or an- 
other person or business. 

Section V of the judgment provides that 
the defendants are not barred from negotia- 
tions or communications made for the sole 
purpose of a proposed or actual bona fide 
sale of tour components or for the sole pur- 
pose of pooling of space on aircraft to the 
extent permitted by the Federal Aviation 
Act and applicable rules and regulations of 
the Civil Aeronautics Board. Pooling ar- 
rangements by tour operators are common- 
place in the industry and do not constitute 
illegal conduct. 


B. SCOPE OF THE PROPOSED JUDGMENT 


1. Persons bound by the decree. The pro- 
posed judgment expressly provides in sec- 
tion III that its terms apply to each of the 
consenting defendants and each of its offi- 
cers, directors, agents, employees, subsidiar- 
ies, and assigns and to all other persons who 
receive actual notice of the terms of the 
judgment. 

In addition, section VI of the judgment 
prohibits each defendant from selling or 
transferring all or a substantial part of any 
of its assets, unless the acquiring party files 
with the court its prior consent to be bound 
by the provisions of the judgment. 

2. Geographic coverage of the decree. The 
prohibitions of the proposed judgment 
apply to all acts or transactions within the 
United States, its territories and posses- 
sions. 

3. Duration of the judgment. By its terms, 
the proposed judgment restrains the prohib- 
ited conduct permanently. 

4. Notice and compliance requirements. 
Section VII requires each of the defendants 
to take affirmative steps to advise each of 
its present and future officers, directors, 
managing agents, and employees of their 
obligations under the judgment. Section 
VIII requires each defendant to make avail- 
able, upon reasonable notice, to representa- 
tives of the U.S. Department of Justice for 
their inspection documents and records 
within the defendant’s possession, and to 
make available officers and employees of 
the defendant for interviews concerning 
matters within the scope of the judgment. 
Information obtained from the defendants 
under the authority of section VIII cannot 
be divulged outside of the Department of 
Justice except in a legal proceeding in 
which the United States is a party, or in 


order to secure compliance with this judg- 
ment, or as otherwise required by law. 


C. OTHER TERMS 


Section EX allows either party to apply to 
the court for construction or modification 
of the judgment or for violation of the judg- 
ment. 


D. EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED JUDGMENT ON 
COMPETITION 


The relief encompassed in the proposed 
judgment is aimed at preventing any recur- 
rence of the restraints on competition al- 
leged in the complaint. The prohibitive 
terms in section IV of the judgment are de- 
signed to insure that each of the defendants 
will act completely independently in deter- 
mining the prices, terms, and conditions at 
which it sells or offers to sell GIT tour 
packages. Compliance with the proposed 
judgment will ensure competition among 
the defendants in the sale of GIT tour pack- 
ages. 


IV. REMEDIES AVAILABLE TO POTENTIAL 
PRIVATE PLAINTIFFS 


Any potential private plaintiffs who might 
have been damaged by the alleged violation 
will retain the same right to sue for mone- 
tary damages and any other legal and equi- 
table remedies that they would have had 
were the proposed consent judgment not en- 
tered. However, pursuant to section 5(a) of 
the Clayton Act (15 U.S:C. 15(a)), as amend- 
ed, this judgment may not be used as prima 
facie evidence in private litigation. 


V. PROCEDURES AVAILABLE FOR MODIFICATION 
OF THE PROPOSED CONSENT JUDGMENT 


The proposed consent judgment is subject 
to a stipulation by and between the United 
States and the defendant, which provides 
that the United States may withdraw iis 
consent to the proposed judgment at any 
time untii the court has found that entry of 
the proposed judgment is in the public in- 
terest. By its terms, the proposed consent 
judgment provides for the court’s retention 
of jurisdiction of this action in order, among 
other reasons, to permit either of the par- 
ties thereto to apply to the court for such 
orders as may be necessary or appropriate 
for the modification of the final judgment. 

As provided by section 2(b) of the Anti- 
trust Procedures and Penalties Act (15 
U.S.C. 16(b)), any persons wishing to com- 
ment on the preposed judgment may, for a 
60-day period prior to the effective date of 
the proposed judgment, submit written com- 
ments to the U.S. Department of Justice, 
Attention Anthony E. Desmond, Chief, 
Antitrust Division, 450 Golden Gate 
Avenue, Box 36046, San Francisco, Calif. 
$4102. The Department of Justice will file 
with the court and publish in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER such comments and its response to 
them. In evaluating any and all such com- 
ments, the Department will determine 
whether there is any reason for withdrawal 
of its consent to the proposed judgment. 


VI. DETERMINATIVE DOCUMENTS 


Since there are no materials or documents 
which were considered determinative in for- 
mulating the proposed consent judgment, 
none are being filed by the United States 
pursuant to section 2(b) of the Antitrust 
Procedures and Penalties Act (15 U.S.C. 
16(b)). 
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VII. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED 
CONSENT JUDGMENT CONSIDERED BY THE 
UNITED STATES 


This case does not involve any unusual or 
novel issues of fact or law which might 
make litigation a more desirable alternative 
than entry of this consent judgment. The 
Department of Justice believes the substan- 
tive language in the consent judgment to be 
of sufficient scope and effectiveness to 
make litigation for relief unnecessary as the 
judgment provides for all of the relief re- 
quested in the complaint. 


Dated: September 11, 1978. 


Don B. OVERALL, 
STEVEN L. WEINSTEIN, 
Attorneys, Department of Jusiice. 


(FR Doc. 78-26484 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[7590-01] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-29] 
YANKEE ATOMIC ELECTRIC CO. 


Proposed Issuance of Amendment to Cperating 
License 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission (the Commission) is consider- 
ing issuance of amendments to operat- 
ing license No. DPR-3 issued to the 
Yankee Atomic Electric Co. (the li- 
censee) for operation of the Yankee 
Rowe nuclear power station (the facili- 
ty), located in Franklin County, Mass., 
in accordance with the licensee’s appli- 
cation for amendment and supple- 
ments 1 and 2 thereto, all dated July 
13, 1978. The licensee will submit addi- 
tional detailed design information to 
the Commission for further review. 

The proposed amendments would (1) 
authorize modifications designed to 
upgrade certain features of the spent 
fuel pool and enclosure building to en- 
hance safety which include installa- 
tion of a stainless steel liner and per- 
manent division wall in the spent fuel 
pool and (2) increase the authorized 
spent fuel storage capacity of the 
spent fuel pool from 391 fuel assem- 
blies to 721 assemblies by installing ad- 
ditional racks by January, 1984. 

The Commission’s staff has deter- 
mined that the modifications de- 
scribed in item (1) above have a utility 
independent of the proposed increase 
in spent fuel storage capacity. Accord- 
ingly, staff review of this item is pro- 
ceeding separately from consideration 
of the proposed increase ih storage ca- 
pacity (item 2 above). Based on pres- 
ently available information, the Com- 
mission’s staff believes that the modi- 
fications described in item (1) above 
will not involve significant hazards 
considerations and may be considered 
separately. 

Prior to issuance of the proposed li- 
cense amendments, the Commission 
will have made the findings required 


ca 


NOTICES 


by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended (the Act), and the Commis- 
sion’s rules and regulations. 

By October 23, 1978, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendment 
to the subject operating license autho- 
rizing increased spent fuel storage ca- 
pacity in the spent fuel pool (item 2 
above) and any person whose interest 
may be affected by this proceeding 
and who wishes to partcipate as a 
party in the proceeding must file a 
written petition for leave to intervene. 
Requests for a hearing on the pro- 
posed increase in spent fuel storage ca- 
pacity and petitions for leave to inter- 
vene shall be filed in accordance with 
the Commission’s “rules of practice 
for domestic licensing proceedings” in 
10 CFR part 2. If a request for a hear- 
ing or petition for leave to intervene is 
filed by the above date, the Commis- 
sion or an Atomic Safety and Licens- 
ing Board, designated by the Commis- 
sion or by the chairman of the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board Panel, will 
rule on the request and/or petition 
and the secretary of the designated 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
will issue a notice of hearing or an ap- 
propriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a peti- 
tion for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by 
the results of the proceeding. The pe- 
tition should specifically explain the 
reasons why intervention should be 
permitted with particular reference to 
the following factors: (1) The nature 
of the petitioner’s right under the Act 
to be made a party to the proceeding; 
(2) the nature and extent of the peti- 
tioner’s property, financial, or other 
interest in the proceeding; and (3) the 
possible effect of any order which may 
be entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. The petition 
should also identify the _ specific 
aspect(s) of the subject matter of the 
proceeding as to which the petitioner 
wishes to intervene. Any person who 
has filed a petition for leave to inter- 
vene or who has been admitted as a 
party may amend his petition, but 
such an amended petition must satisfy 
the specificity requirements described 
above. Not later than fifteen (15) days 
prior to the first prehearing confer- 
ence scheduled in the proceeding, the 
petitioner shall file a supplement to 
his petition to intervene, which must 
include a list of the contentions which 
he seeks to have litigated in the 
matter, and the bases for each conten- 
tion set forth with reasonable specific- 
ity. A petitioner who fails to file such 
a supplement which satisfies these re- 
quirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 
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Those permitted to intervene 
become parties to the proceeding, sub- 
ject to any limitations in the order 
granting leave to intervene, and have 
the opportunity to participate fully in 
the conduct of the hearing, including 
the opportunity to present evidence 
and cross-examine witnesses. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene shall be filed 
with the Secretary of the Commission, 
United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washingrton, D.C. 20555, 
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec- 
tion, cr may be delivered to the Com- 
missicn’s Public Document Room, . 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
by the above date. A copy of the peti- 
tion should also be sent to the Execu- 
tive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Reg- 
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555, and to Frederic Greenmond, Es- 
quire, New England Electric System, 
20 Turnpike Road, Westboro, Mass. 
01581, attorney for the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for 
leave to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or re- 
quests for hearing will not be enter- 
tained absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board designated to rule on the peti- 
tion and/or request, that the petition 
and/or request should be granted 
based upon a balancing of the factors 
specified in 10 CFR 2.714(aXi)-(v) and 
2.714(d). 

For further details. with respect to 
this action, see the application for 
amendments dated July 13, 1978, and 
supplements (2) thereto dated July 13, 
1978, which are available for public in- 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. and at the Green- 
field Community College, 1 College 
Drive, Greenfield, Mass. 01301. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this lith 
day of September, 1978. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 
_ DENNIS L. ZIEMANN, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Division of On- 
erating Reaciors. 
[FR Doc. 78-26389 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 


Proposed Mestings 


In order to provide advance informa- 
tion regarding proposed meetings of 
the ACRS subcommittees and working 
groups, and of the full Committee, the 
following preliminary schedule re- 
flects the current situation, taking 
into account additional meetings 
which have been scheduled and meet- 
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ings which have been postponed or 
canceled since the last list of proposed 
meetings published August 15, 1978 
(43 FR 36151). Those meetings which 
are definitely scheduled have had, or 
will have, an individual notice pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER ap- 
proximately 15 days (or more) prior to 
the meeting. Those subcommittee and 
working group meetings for which it is 
anticipated that there will be a por- 
tion or all of the meeting open to the 
public are indicated by an asterisk (*). 
It is expected that the sessions of the 
full Committee meeting designated by 
an asterisk (*) will be open in whole or 
in part to the public. ACRS full Com- 
mittee meetings begin at 8:30 a.m. and 
subcommittee and working group 
meetings usually begin at 8:30 a.m. 
The exact time when items listed on 
the agenda will be discussed during 
full Committee meetings and when 
subcommittee and working group 
meetings will start will be published 
approximately 15 days prior to each 
meeting. Information as to whether a 
meeting has been firmly scheduled, 
canceled, or rescheduled, or whether 
changes have been made in the agenda 
for the October 1978 ACRS full Com- 
mittee meeting can be obtained by a 
prepaid telephone call to the Office of 
the Executive Director of the Commit- 
tee, telephone 202-634-3267, Atten- 
tion: Mary E. Vanderholt, between 
8:15 a.m. and 5 p.m., e.d.t. 


SUBCOMMITTEE AND WORKING GROUP 
MEETINGS 


*Advanced Reactors, September 25, 
1978, Washington, D.C. Rescheduled 
to September 27, 1978, Washington, 
D.C. Notice of this meeting (Sched- 
uled for September 25) was published 
August 15, 1978 (43 FR 36152). 

*Safeguards and Security, Septem- 
ber 26, 1978, Washington, D.C. The 
subcommittee will review the NRC re- 
search program in this area. Notice of 
this meeting was published July 17, 
August 15, and September 11, 1978 (43 
dey 30631, 37152, and 40330, respective- 
y). 

*Advanced Reactors, September 27, 
1978, Washington, D.C. Rescheduled 
from September 25, 1978. The subcom- 
mittee will continue its review of mat- 
ters related to the NRC sponsored re- 
search on the safety of advanced reac- 
tor designs. Notice of this rescheduled 
meeting was published September 12, 
1978 (43 FR 40579). 

*Radiological Effects and Site Evalu- 
ation, September 27-28, 1978, Wash- 
ington, D.C. The subcommittee will 
review: (1) A draft of Regulatory 
Guide 8.JB, “Radiation Safety Train- 
ing at Nuclear Power Plants,” (2) cer- 
tain aspects of emergency planning, 
and (3) the NRC research program on 
radiological effects for the annual 
ACRS Report to Congress. Notice of 
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this meeting was published September 
12, 1978 (43 FR 40579). 

*Regulatory Activities, October 4, 
1978, Washington, D.C. The subcom- 
mittee will review working papers and 
future regulatory guides; also, it will 
discuss pertinent activities which 
affect the current licensing process 
and/or reactor operations. Notice of 
this meeting was published August 15 
and September 19, 1978 (43 FR 36152 
and 42049, respectively). 

*Improved Safety Systems, 9 a.m., 
Ocotber 4, 1978, Washington, D.C. The 
subcommittee will discuss the NRC 
plan for research to improve the 
safety of light-water nuclear power- 
plants. Notice of this meeting was pub- 
lished September 15, 1978 (43 FR 
41316). 

*Reliability and Probabilistic Assess- 
ment, 1 p.m., October 4, 1978, Wash- 
ington, D.C. The subcommittee will 
continue its review of the NRC Office 
of Nuclear Regulatory Research pro- 
grams in risk assessment. Notice of 
this meeting was published September 
15, 1978 (43 FR 41316). 

*Reactor Fuel, 4 p.m., October 4, 
1978, Washington, D.C. The subcom- 
mittee will continue its review of NRC 
research on reactor fuel for considera- 
tion by the ACRS in preparation of its 
annual report to Congress on safety 
research. Notice of this meeting was 
published September 15, 1978 (43 FR 
41316). 

*Waste Management, October 11-12, 
1978, Washington, D.C. The subcom- 
mittee will review NRC research re- 
garding waste management for inclu- 
sion in the annual ACRS report to 
Congress on safety research. 

*Fluid Dynamics, October 24-26, 
1978, San Francisco, Calif. Resche- 
duled from October 23-25, 1978. The 
subcommittee will meet with represen- 
tatives of the NRC to discuss methods 
used in licensing for calculating con- 
tainment system response by the NRC 
staff and the nuclear industry. Con- 
tainment leak testing will also be dis- 
cussed. In addition, the subcommittee 
will review the design basis and con- 
struction of the Mark II boiling water 
reactor (BWR) containment system. 
Notice of this meeting was published 
June 16, July 17, and August 15, 1978 
(43 FR 26162, 30641, and 36152, respec- 
tively). 

*Plant Arrangements, October 25, 
1978, Washington, D.C. The subcom- 
mittee will begin its review of the NRC 
generic program, Systems Interaction 
in Nuclear Power Plants, Task A-17, 
and will review the Zion Station Sys- 
tems Interaction Study. 

*Reactor Operations, October 31 and 
November 1, 1978, Washington, D.C. 
The subcommittee will review NRC 
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Re- 
search programs being conducted by 
the Research Support Branch, and 


will hear a briefing by the NRC Divi- 
sion of Operating Reactors concerning 
its policies and activities. 

*Regulatory Activities, November 1, 
1978, Washington, D.C. The subcom- 
mittee will review working papers and 
future regulatory guides; also, it will 
discuss pertinent activities which 
affect the current licensing process 
and/or reactor operations. 

*William H. Zimmer Nuclear Power 
Station, Unit 1, November 15-16, 1978, 
Cincinnati, Ohio. The subcommittee 
will review the application of the Cin- 
cinnati Gas & Electric Co. for a license 
to operate unit 1 of this station. 

*Architect-Engineer Balance of 
Plant (tentative), November 21, 1978, 
Washington, D.C. The subcommittee 
will meet to review the Fluor Pioneer, 
Inc. Balance of Plant Standard Safety 
Analysis Report (BOPSSAR) and its 
relationship to the Babcock and 
Wilcox Standard Reference System B- 
SAR-205 for a preliminary design ap- 
proval. 


OctToBER 5-7, 1978 


A. *Fast Flux Test Facility—Oper- 
ation. : 

B. *Anticipated Transients Without 
Scram (ATWS)—Provisions to miti- 
gate the consequences of ATWS in 
light-water reactors. 

C. *Reactor Safety Research—Dis- 
cuss NRC research and related pro- 
grams. 


NOVEMBER 2-4, 1978 
Agenda to be announced. 
Dated: September 15, 1978. 


JOHN C. HOYLE, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


{FR Doc. 78-26620 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-58] 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 


{[N-AR 78-38] 


ACCIDENT REPORT; RESPONSES TO SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS 


AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT 


The National Transportation Safety 
Board announces the release of the 
formal report of its investigation into 
the crash last December 18 of a United 
Airlines, Inc., DC-8F-54 cargo aircraft 
near Kaysville, Utah. The aircraft, op- 
erating as Flight 2860, crashed into a 
mountain in the Wasatch Range. The 
three flightcrew members, the only 
persons aboard the aircraft, were 
killed, and the aircraft was destroyed. 

During its descent and approach to 
the Salt Lake City Airport, Flight 2860 
encountered electrical system prob- 
lems and requested a holding clear- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43,.NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





ance which was given by the approach 
controller and accepted by the flight- 
crew. The flight then requested and 
received clearance to leave the ap- 
proach control frequency for a “little 
minute” to communicate with compa- 
ny maintenance. 

Flight 2860 was absent from the ap- 
proach control frequency for about 7% 
minutes. During that time, the flight 
entered an area near hazardous ter- 
rain. The approach controller recog- 
nized Flight 2860’s predicament but 
was unable to contact the flight. 
When Flight 2860 returned to ap- 
proach control frequency, the control- 
ler told the flight that it was too close 
to terrain on its right and to make a 
left turn. after the controller repeated 
the instructions, the flight began a 
left turn and about 15 seconds later 
the controller told the flight to climb 
immediately to 8,000 feet. Eleven sec- 
onds later, the flight reported that it 
was climbing from 6,000 feet to 8,000 
feet. The flight crashed into a 17,655- 
foot mountain near the 7,200-foot 
level. 

As indicated in Report No. NTSB- 
AAR-78-8, the Safety Board has de- 
termined that the probable cause of 
this accident was the approach con- 
troller’s issuance and the flightcrew’s 
acceptance of an incomplete and am- 
biguous holding clearance in combina- 
tion with the flightcrew’s failure to 
adhere to prescribed impairment-of- 
communications procedures and pre- 
scribed holding procedures. The con- 

-troller’s and flightcrew’s actions are 
attributed to probable habits of impre- 
cise communication and of imprecise 
adherence to procedures developed 
through years of exposure to oper- 
ations in a radar environment. Con- 
tributing to the accident was the fail- 
ure of the aircraft’s No. 1 electrical 
system for unknown reasons. 

Following investigation of the Flight 
2860 accident, the Safety Board last 
April 13 issued the following “Class II, 
Priority Action” recommendations to 
the Federal Aviation Administration: 


Review the adequacy of current cockpit 
voice recorder preflight testing procedures 
te assure satisfactory system operation. (A- 
78-21) 

Review the reliability of cockpit voice re- 
corder units to assure that the mean time 
between failure is not excessive. (A-78-22) 


RESPONSES TO SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS 


Highway 


H-78-21 through 26.—The National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administra- 
tion on August 14 responded to recom- 
mendations issued last May 3 follow- 
ing the Safety Board’s safety effective- 
ness evaluation of the National Acci- 
dent Sampling System (NASS). The 
Board’s report on the evaluation, No. 
NTSB-SEE-78-1, was prepared last 
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April at the request of the Senate Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee on Trans- 
portation and Related Agencies and 
covered NHTSA’s current effort to col- 
lect nationally representative highway 
accident data through a nationwide 
system of investigative teams. (See 43 
FR 20284, May 11, 1978.) 

As proposed, NASS is designed “to 
produce nationally representative acci- 
dent data with sufficient accuracy and 
detail to provide an objective means of 
setting and evaluating many motor ve- 
hicle and highway safety standards.” 

In response to the six recommenda- 
tions issued on May 3 to NHTSA in 
conjunction with the report, NHTSA 
shares the concern of the Safety 
Board that this system proceed to full 
implementation only after adequate 
planning and successful field experi- 
ence have been demonstrated. 
NHTSA’s concern is that the “literal 
interpretation of the recommenda- 
tions might suggest that expansion to 
a true nationa! system be delayed 
while the very difficult issue of acci- 
dent causation data collection is re- 
solved.” NHTSA believes that effort 
beyond 1980 will be required before 
the state-of-the-art in causation data 
collection is sufficient to promote its 
use in a national system. Attached to 
NHTSA’s August 14 letter is a detailed 
response to each of the recommenda- 
tions. 

With respect to recommendation H- 
78-21, which asked NHTSA to estab- 
lish a NASS Advisory Committee to 
provide NHTSA with a broader per- 
spective of types of data that should 
be collected and methods of data stor- 
age and retrieval, NHTSA reports that 
an ad hoc review panel was set up sev- 
eral years ago to evaiuate NASS 
design. Another ad hoc panel will meet 
this fall, consisting of 23 members 
from all of the groups recommended 
by the Safety Board as having a con- 
stituent interest in NASS: automobile 
manufacturers, highway user groups, 
the insurance industry, governors’ 
highway safety representatives, high- 
way engineering agencies, medical and 
legal professions, statistical and eco- 
nomic professions, and the private and 
governmental highway safety research 
community. NHTSA states that the 
Carter Administration policy is to 
reduce the number of permanent advi- 
sory committees; therefore, NHTSA is 
considering various ways of perform- 
ing occasional oversight of the pro- 
gram without requiring a permanent 
committee. NHTSA recognizes the im- 
portance of periodic review. 

In response to H-78-22, NHTSA re- 
ports that the NASS staff is engaged 
in a continuing study of the key data 
to be used in national estimates. Some 
observations of the ongoing work are 
included in “Key Data Element Re- 
porting in the National Accident Sam- 
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pling System,” a copy of which is at- 
tached to the response. The report in- 
dicates that relative errors on the 
order of 10 percent or less are feasible 
when considering missing data alone. 
NHTSA indicates thet more thorough 
estimates of error will be completed in 
late 1979. 

Recommendation H-78-23 asked 
NHTSA to study the effects on the 
cost and quality of data collection that 
could result from the need for NASS 
investigators. to testify in liability 
cases resulting from motor accidents 
and consider the need, advisability, 
and obtainment of a limited shield for’ 
NASS investigators. In response, 
NHTSA has provided the results of a 
recent study on this subject and plans 
for a 1979 study in an attachment en- 
titled “The Effects of Liability Litiga- 
tion on the National Accident Sam- 
pling System.” The study finds that 
potential effects of liability litigation 
has no significant effect on cost or 
data quality. A limited shield is consid- 
ered unnecessary at this time. 

In answer to recommendation H-78- 
24, NHTSA does not plan to select any 
new NASS accident investigation sites 
or to expand the number of teams 
beyond the original 10 before suffi- 
cient experience and planning form a 
basis for such action. The next expan- 
sion is scheduled for March 1980, after 
20 months of field experience. 
NHTSA, however, believes it to be 
unwise to delay expansion while await- 
ing the development of an accident 
causation methodology and an expo- 
sure data collection system. NHTSA 
indicates that the NASS is keyed to 
support the Administration’s ruliemak- 
ing plan for 1978. NHTSA states that 
data collection to support counter- 
measures should not be _ sacrificed 
while improvements in accident causa- 
tion data collection are sought. The 
expansion of NASS and improvement 
of accident causation methodology will 
go on simultaneously. NHTSA does 
not believe the exposure data system 
design is a prerequisite for expanding 
the sampie. 

As recommended by H-78-25, space 
has been allocated for central storage 
and review of reports generated by 
NASS in the National Center for Sta- 
tistics and Analysis. NHTSA states 
that the cases will be retained for five 
years, and, in the fifth year, an evalua- 
tion of usage will be made and longer 
term disposition will be decided. 

Recommendation H-78-26 asked 
NHTSA to revise the currently pro- 
posed data collection forms to include 
substantially increased emphasis on 
the highway environment, and to seek 
to utilize the recommendations and 
counsel of the Federal Highway Ad- 
ministration (FHWA). NHTSA states 
that it is in complete agreement with 
this recommendation. NHTSA reports 
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that on May 12 FHWA forwarded a 
list of data needs for consideration. 
Approximately 30 percent are present- 
ly being collected in the NASS pilot 
study. Approximately 50 percent are 
not in the NASS effort but could be, 
according to NHTSA. The effort re- 
quired to expand NASS to include this 
data will be determined. The last 20 
percent appear to be beyond the scope 
of NASS. These issues will be dis- 
cussed and resolved by a joint FHWA- 
NHTSA committee, the establishment 
of which is now under discussion by 
the agencies. The inclusion of these 
data can begin in mid 1879, NHTSA 
stated. 


Marine 


M-70-3, M-70-13, and M-71-7.— 
Letter of August 4 from the U.S. Ccast 
Guard provides an update on recom- 
mendations issued as a result of inves- 
tigation into the collision of the SS A/- 
rican Star and the MV Midwest Cities 
on March 16, 1968, and the collision 
between the SS Union Faith and the 
Warren J. Doucet on April 6, 1969, re- 
spectively. Both collisions occurred on 
the Mississippi River. 

Recommendation M-70-3 called for 
the Coast Guard, the Army Corps of 
Engineers, and the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey to consider: Including in the 
Coast Pilot or other appropriate navi- 
gational guides, information for the 
inland waterways on the “points and 
bends” custom and its effect on 33 
U.S.C. 203 (Rule I) and 33 U.S.C. 210 
(Article 25), the narrow channel rule, 
and other navigational information 
useful in navigating these waters; and 
the need for clarification of these 
rules in the proposed “United States 
Nautical Rules’ (H.R. 214). Coast 
Guard reports that the draft unified 
rules which it prepared for Congress 
incorporated the “points and bends” 
custom for use on the Western Rivers 
and Great lakes and any other waters 
the Secretary of Transportaton may 
designate; these rules can be put into 
effect in 3 to 4 years. 

Recommendation M-70-13 called for 
regulatory action to specify minimum 
performance standards for whistles on 
all vessels provided with them in ac- 
cordance with the applicable Rules of 
the Road, and recommendation M-71- 
7 recommended an enforcement pro- 
gram to end the use of inadequately 
powered lights on all barges. In re- 
sponse to both recommendations, 
Coast Guard repocrts that draft uni- 
ficd rules are now being developed as a 
legislative package for submission to 
Congress next term. The package 
would grant the Commandant regula- 
tory authority to issue technical An- 
nexes for lights and whistles which 
wouid closely parallel the Annexes of 
the 72 COLREGS. This should result 
in safe and enforceable regulations for 
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lights and _ whistles, 
stated. 


Coast Guard 


Pipeline 


P-72-52 and P-74-39.—The Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment on July 28 responded to the 
Safety Board’s inquiry of June 27, 
1978, concerning the potential that 
underground natural gas pipeline 
leaks represent in residential build- 
ings. The subject recommendations re- 
sulted from investigation of two pipe- 
line explosions involving Washington 
Gas Light Co. facilities. One accident 
occurred on March 24, 1972, in the An- 
nandale section of Fairfax County, 
Va., after a contractor’s backhoe 
snagged a 2-inch steel gas main and 
pulled the pipe out of its compression 
coupling 22 feet away; the other oc- 
curred in Bowie, Md., June 23, 1973, 
when natural gas from a cracked plas- 
tic main migrated through the sanda- 
gravel material, formed a gas reservoir 
under the house, and passed through 
heat ducts and other openings in the 
building slab. Both recommendations 
called for a study of the flow of natu- 
ral gas through various basement wall 
materials and through various types of 
construction. . 

The Safety Board’s inquiry noted 
that a major problem identified in in- 
vestigating pipeline related accidents 
is that of gas entry and accumulation 
in buildings near the leak. Any gas 
leak is dangerous, but when the gas is 
allowed to accumulate in large 
amounts in limited enclosed spaces, 
the danger increases sharply, the 
Board said. Gas migrating through 
soil and along the exterior of the pipe 
enters the lower level of building 
structures through minor wall cracks, 
porous building materials, and poorly 
sealed utility entry points. A related 
problem is that as a gas moves 
through a soil, the cdorant placed in 
the gas by the gas company operators, 
is often filtered so that anyone in the 
structure would not be aware of the 
concentration due. to recognition of 
odor. 

Also, the Board reported that the 
National Bureau of Standards (NBS) 
has suggested studying a two-pronged 
attack on the problem, sealing the 
structure from gas intrusion and inte- 
rior detection of gas that does enter. 
NES said it can submit a study propos- 
al and has asked the Safety Board to 
approach HUD with respect to fund- 
ing such a study. The Board stated in 
its June 27 letter to HUD that the so- 
lution to the problem will have an 
effect on the design and cost of homes 
and other buildings that would come 
under HUD’s regulatory powers. 

In response HUD states that de- 
mands on its very limited research and 
development budget are such that this 
type of research project cannot be 


funded at this time. HUD said that 
Congress appropriated materially 
fewer funds for this year’s research 
than had been requested, and the De- 
partment is having to bypass a 
number of good projects to concen- 
trate resources on planned high prior- 
ity projects identified by the Congress 
or by HUD’s operating program of- 
fices. 

HUD reporis that it did undertake 
an extensive effort in 1974 to investi- 
gate gas pipeline safety on HUD-in- 
sured and HUD.-assisted multifamily 
residences. From that research, which 
was coordinated closely with the De- 
partment of Transportation and the 
Safety Board, HUD published a guide 
entitled “Handbook on Natural Gas 
Pipeline Safety in Residential Areas 
Served by Master Meters”; a copy of 
the guide was forwarded with the re- 
sponse. Also, HUD said it has instruct- 
ed local housing authorities to check 
the integrity of their underground gas 
pipeline systems thoroughly and peri- 
odically, using the handbook as a 
guide. 

P-74-19.—The American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers (ASME) on July 
17 commented on the Safety board’s 
recommendation to develop guidelines 
for the use of telemetering on gas dis- 
tribution systems so that system fail- 
ures can be promptly detected. The 
recommendation resulted from investi- 
gation of the gas pipeline leak, explo- 
sion, and fire which occurred Decem- 
ber 9, 1972, in the Missouri Public 
Service Co. system at Clinton, Mo. 

ASME?’s response includes a lengthy 
technical discussion of parameters in- 
volved in telemetering gas pipeline 
data. The conclusions include a state- 
ment on uses of telemetering. This 
system has been used based on consid- 
erations of continuity of service and as 
an operating tool for monitoring large 
systems. ASME notes that the use of 
telemetering as an early warning 
agent for system failures is subject to 
serious question on the basis of techni-_ 
cal practicability. A list of parameters 
is given upon which to base guidelines, 
if guidelines must be established. 
ASME does not endorse the concept of 
using telemetry as an early warning 
agent alone. A statement is included 
that actual test work seems justifiable 
as the technical analysis is largely hy- 
pothetical. 

P-74-54 through 58.—Letter of 
August 4 from the Mid-America Pipe- 
line System is in response to the 
Safety Board’s inquiry of July 27 re- 
garding recommendations issued as a 
result of Mid-America’s anhydrous 
ammonia leak at Conway, Kans., on 
December 6, 1973. 

In response to P-74-54, which asked 
that improved procedures under 49 


CFR 195.402 require that dispatchers 


perform detailed monitoring of all 
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points on a pipeline system during 
startup until conditions have stabi- 
lized, Mid-America says that dispatch- 
ers have been instructed on startup 
procedures for all systems and that 
presently there are two dispatchers on 
duty 24 hours per day. 

Recommendation P-74-55 asked 
Mid-America to check the instrumen- 
tation at all stations, terminals, and 
_ control points under 49 CFR 195.402, 

and to make changes and additions as 
necessary to protect this pipeline 
system against overpressure. Mid- 
America reports that this requirement 
has been complied with by the instal- 
lation of three pressure control regu- 
lating stations and remote reading 
pressure points in order to preclude 
the possibility of overpressure. 

Mid-America reports concerning P- 
74-56 that the training program for 
pipeline inspectors has been initiated 
to insure that all inspectors are ade- 
quately trained to reduce the probabil- 
ity of pipeline damage by outside par- 
ties, as recommended. 

With respect to recommendation P- 
74-57, Mid-America states that a pro- 
gram of more frequent inspection of 
control equipment has been initiated, 
as recommended, and that a concerted 
effort is being made to keep the equip- 
ment operative at all times. Known 
failure-prone components are replaced 
with more reliable equipment as prob- 
lems become apparent. Mid-America 
has gone to a pressure recorder that 
uses pressure sensitive paper and, 
therefore, does not require the use of 
ink. 

Recommendation P-74-58 asked the 
company to review the operations of 
its pipeline system in the light of 49 
CFR 195.402 to institute a more sys- 
tematic and authoritative approach to 
understanding and controlling haz- 
ards. Mid-America reports that a train- 
ing program for operating personnel 
has been initiated, and minimum 
standards are established for various 
operating jobs. Further, pipeline 
design is continually updated to 
employ the most recent innovations in 
pressure and flow control equipment. 

P-75-4.—Another letter. from the 
American Society of Mechanical Engi- 
neers under date of July 17 concerns a 
recommendation resulting from the 
investigation of Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipeline Co. accident at Monroe, La., 
March 2, 1974. 

In response to this recommendation 
to develop guidelines for the use, set- 
ting, and maintenance of automatic 
valves on gas transmission pipeline 
systems, ASME indicates agreement 
with the Safety Board that guidelines 
have merit but believes that they 
should not be developed until such 
time as detection and control systems 
are sufficiently advanced to provide 
proper operation. ASME says that set- 
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tings for such controls must he deter- 
mined with both continuity of service 
and rapid shutdown in mind. ASME 
notes that the problem of inadvertent 
operation is more complex in multiple 
looped pipeline systems and that sys- 
tems which are commercially available 
today do not meet these criteria. Sev- 
eral gas transmission companies are 
independentiy experimenting with de- 
tection systems that hold promise of 
meeting these criteria. Experimenta- 
tion is in the demonstration stage— 
field testing, refinement, and data col- 
lection. 

P-77-29.—Letter of July 31 from the 
Exxon Gas System, Inc., is a followup 
to its response of May 12 regarding 
the recommendation which fcllowed 
investigation into the failure and sub- 
seauent explosion of a gas compressor 
at an Exxon station on December 7, 
1976, near Robstown, Tex. The recom- 
mendation called for a total systems 
review of electric, air, and gas-operat- 
ed emergency equipment, with a par- 
ticular emphasis on interconnected air 
systems and backup on dual-feed air 
systems in compressor stations. 

Exxon reports that it has completed 
a detailed systems review of its emer- 
gency equipment and concludes that 
the system is satisfactory. There are 
no interconnected air systems involved 
with the emergency system, Exxon 
states. The backup power source is de- 
fined for each identified segment of 
the emergency system. A summary of 
fire gate valve operation is provided in 
an attachment to the followup re- 
sponse. Exxon plans to have the sole- 
noid valve modified completely at all 
three compressor stations by the end 
of the year. 


Notse.—The above notice reports on Safety 
Board documents recently released and rec- 
ommendation response letters received. 
Single copies of the accident report are 
available to the general public without 
charge. Copies of the full text of responses 
to recommendations may be obtained at 2a 
cost of $4 for service and 10¢ per page for 
reproduction. 

All requests to the Board for copies must 
be in writing, identified by report or recom- 
mendation number. Address inquiries to: 
Public Inquiries Section, Naticnal Transpor- 
tation Safety Board, Washington, D.C. 
20594. 

Multiple copies of accident reports may be 
purchased by mail from the National Tech- 
nical Information Sérvice, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Springfield, Va. 22151. 


(Secs. 304(a2) and 307 of the Independent 
Safety Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-633, 88 
Stat. 2169, 2172 (49 U.S.C. 1903, 1906)).) 


MARGARET L. FISHER, 
Federal Register 
Liaison Officer. 
SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. , 
[FR Doc. 78-26532 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[3110-01] 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


List of Requests 
CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 


The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use 
in coilecting information from the 
public received by the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget on September 14, 
1978 (44 U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of 
publishing this list in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER is to inform the public. 

The list includes the title of each re- 
quest received: the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of 
information; the agency form 
number(s), if applicable; the frequency 
with which the information is pro- 
posed to be collected; an indication of - 
who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection; the estimated 
number of responses; the estimated 
burden in reporting hours; and the 
name of the reviewer or reviewing divi- 
sion or office.’ 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be 
approved after brief notice through 
this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this daily list may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, Washington, 
D.C. 20503, 202-395-4529, or from the 
reviewer listed. 


REVISIONS 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 
Office of the Secretary, an Interim Evalua- 
tion of Section 504 Implementation, OS-4- 
78-A, single time, HEW service providers, 
8,000 responses, 2,000 hours, Laverne V. 
Collins, 395-3214. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Employment and Training Administration, | 
State and National Apprenticeship Data 
System, (SNAPS), ETA 5-125 and 5-126, 
semiannually, Federal and State appren- 
ticeship and training representatives, 
89,000 responses, 19,916 hours, Strasser, 
A., 395-6132. 


EXTENSIONS 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 


Administration (Office of Assistant Secre- 
tary): 

Application for Coinsurance Benefits 
(Multifamily), HUD-426, 426A, 426.1, 
and 427, on occasion, coinsurance bene- 
fits, 50 responses, 100 hours, Caywood, 
D. P., 395-3443. 

Request for Preliminary Reservation of 
Contract Authority for Conditional 
Commitments to be Converted to Sec- 
tion, 235(1), FHA-3122, on occasion, 
sponsors, 5,000 responses, 417 hours, 
Caywood, D. P., 395-3443. 
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Housing Management: 


Annual Operating Budget for Cooperative 
Housing Corporations, HUD-93240, on 
occasion, cooperative housing corpora- 
tions, 1,135 responses, 5,675 hours, 
Caywood, D. P., 395-3443. 

Notice of Default Status on Multifamily 
Housing Projects, HUD-92426, on occa- 
sion, mortgagees, 27,000 responses, 
13,500 hours, Caywood, D. P., 395-3443. 

Administration (Office of Assistant Secre- 
tary), Fiscal Data in Support of Claim for 
Insurance Benefits, FHA-2742, on occa- 
sion, FHA approved mortgagees, 350 re- 
sponses, 105 hours, Caywood, D. P., 395- 
3443. 

Housing Production and Mortgage Credit, 
Application for Mortgage Insurance, sec- 
tion 213, sales type, FHA-3202, on occa- 
sion, project sponsors, 20 responses, 10 
hours, Caywood, D. P., 395-3443. 


Davip R. LEUTHOLD, 
Budget and Management Officer. 
{FR Doc. 78-26671 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4710-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 


JOINT COMMITTEE FOR AGRICULTURAL DE- 
VELOPMENT OF THE BOARD FOR INTERNA- 
TIONAL FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL DEVEL- 
OPMENT 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 
and the provisions of section 10(a)(2), 
Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, notice is hereby given of 
the 15th meeting of the Joint Commit- 
tee on Agricultural Development of 
the Board for International Food and 
Agricultural Development on October 
10 and 11, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis- 
cuss: The status of preparations for re- 
ception and review of university 
strengthening proposals; the proposal 
by the Consultative Group on Interna- 
tional Agricultural Research for the 
establishment of a new international 
service for strengthening national ag- 
ricultural research; the need for revi- 
sion of the JCAD agenda; AID’s proc- 
ess for selection of university contrac- 
tors; the proposed Foundation for In- 
ternational Technical Cooperation and 
how it relates to title XII; and to con- 
sider other business brought before 
the Committee. 

The meeting on October 10, 1978, 
will convene in regional work groups 
(RWG’s): Africa RWG at 9:30 a.m., in 
Room 2941, New State Department 
Building; Asia RWG at 9:30 a.m., in 
Room 322, Rosslyn Plaza Building, 
1601 North Kent Street, Rosslyn, Va.; 
near east RWG at 9:30 a.m., in Room 
6484, New State Department Building; 
and Latin America RWG at 9:30 a.m., 
in Room 2242, New State Department 
Building. The meeting on October 11, 
1978, will convene from § a.m. to 5 
p.m., in the Arlington Room of the 


NOTICES 


Quality Inn, Pentagon City, 300 Army- 
Navy Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. The 
meeting is open to the public. Any in- 
terested person may attend, may file 
written statements with the Commit- 
tee before or after the meeting, or 
may present oral statements in accord- 
ance with procedures established by 
the Committee, and to the extent the 
time available for the meeting permits. 

Dr. Carl E. Ferguson, Office of Title 
XII Coordination, Development Sup- 
port Bureau, is designated AID Adviso- 
ry Committee Representative at the 
meeting. It is suggested that those de- 
siring further information write to 
him in care of the Agency for Interna- 
tional Development, State Depart- 


ment, Washington, D.C. 20523, or tele-. 


phone him at 703-235-9054. 
Dated: September 13, 1978. 


CaRL E. FERGUSON, 
AID Advisory Committee Repre- 
sentative, Joint Committee on 
Agricultural Development, 
Board for International Food 
and Agricultural Development. 


{FR Doc. 78-26503 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4710-02] 


JOINT RESEARCH COMMITTEE OF THE BOARD 
FOR INTERNATIONAL FOOD AND AGRICUL- 
TURAL DEVELOPMENT 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 
and the provisions of section 10(a)(2), 
Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, notice is hereby given of 
the 16th meeting of the Joint Re- 
search Committee of the Board for In- 
ternational Food and Agricultural De- 
velopment on October 10 and 11, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis- 
cuss procedures and methods for in- 
volvement of AID regional bureaus 
and country missions in planning and 
implementing collaborative research 
support programs (CRSP’s) with U.S. 
agricultural universities in food, nutri- 
tion, and related areas; to inventory 
contract research, and identify period- 
ic research needs in food, nutrition, 
and related areas in AID regional bu- 
reaus and country missions; to discuss 
procedures for JRC review of unsoli- 
cited research proposals in food, nutri- 
tion, and related areas; to discuss pro- 
posed revision of JRC guidelines on 
methods of participation of USDA in 
aid funded CRSP’s; and consider other 
matters brought before the Commit- 
tee. 

This meeting will convene at 9 a.m. 
and adjourn at 5 p.m., on October 10 
and 11, 1978. The meeting will be held 
in the Arlington Room of the Quality 
Inn, Pentagon City, 300 Army-Navy 
Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. The meet- 
ing is open to the public. Any interest- 
ed person may atiend, may file written 


statements with the committee before 
or after the meeting, or may present 
oral statements in accordance with 
procedures established by the Com- 
mittee, and to the extent the time 
available for the meeting permit. 

Dr. Erven J. Long, Office of Title 
XII Coordination, Development Sup- 
port Bureau, is designated AID Adviso- 
ry Committee Representative at the 
meeting. It is suggested that those de- 
siring further information write to 
him in care of the Agency for Interna- 
tional Development, State Deparit- 
ment, Washington, D.C. 20523, or tele- 
phone him at 703-235-2243. 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


ERVEN J. LONG, 
AID Advisory Commiitee Repre- 
sentative, Joint Research Com- 
mittee, Board for Internation- 
al Food and Agricultural De- 
velopment. 


{FR Doc. 78-26504 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4710-08] 
(Public Notice CM-8/1071 


SECRETARY OF STATE'S ADVISORY COMMIT- 
TEE ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW 


Meeting 


A meeting of the Secretary of 
State’s Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law will be held at 10:30 
a.m., on Wednesday, October 25, 1978, 
in room 1205 of the Department of 
State. Members of the general public 
may attend and participate in the dis- 
cussion subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. 


The principal purpose of the meet- 
ing will be to review proposed posi- 
tions of the U.S. Government on issues 
of private international law under in- 
ternational negotiation, and to recom- 
mend priorities in the U.S. Govern- 
ment’s participation in private inter- 
national law programs. 


Members of the general public who 
desire to attend the meeting will be 
admitted up to the limits of the capac- 
ity of the meeting room. Entrance to 
the Department of State building is 
controlled and entry will be facilitated 
if arrangements are made in advance 
of the meeting. It is requested that 
prior to October 25, 1978, members of 
the general public who plan to attend 
the meeting inform their name, affili- 
ation, and address to Ms. Dorothy 
Fagan, Office of the Legal Adviser, 
Department of State; the telephone 
number is area code 202-632-8134. All 
non-Government attendees at the 
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meeting should use the C Street en- 
trance. 


HEREERT J. HANSELL, 
Chairman. 
SEPTEMBER 13, 1978. 


{FR Doc. 78-26486 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4710-67] 


{Public Notice CM-8/106] 


STUDY GROUP 1 OF THE U.S. ORGANIZATION 
“FOR THE INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH AND 
TELEPHONE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 
(CCITT) 


Meeting 


The Department of State announces 
that Study Group 1 of the U.S. Orga- 
nization for the International Tele- 
graph and Telephone Consultative 
Committee (CCITT) will meet on Oc- 
tober 12, 1978, at 10 a.m., in Room A- 
110 (Training Room) of the Federai 
Communications Commission, 1229 
20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
This Study Group deals with U.S. 
Government regulatory aspects of in- 
ternational telegraph and telephone 
operations and tariffs. 

The Study Group will discuss inter- 
national telecommunications questions 
relating to telegraph, telex, data, vi- 
deotex, maritime mobile and leased 
channel services in order to develop 
U.S. positions to be taken at interna- 
tional CCITT meetings to be held in 
December 1978 and during 1979, in 
Geneva, Switzerland. 

Members of the general public may 
attend the meeting and join in the dis- 
cussion subject to instructions of the 
Chairman. Admittance of public mem- 
bers will be limited to the seating 
availabie. 

Requests for further information 
should be directed to Mr. Richard H. 
Howarth, State Department, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20520, telephone 202-632- 
1007. 

RICHARD H. HOWARTH, 
Vice Chairman, U.S. CCITT 
National Commitiee. 
SEPTEMBER 12, 1978. 


[FR Doc. 78-26485 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-14] 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 


[CGD 76-011] 
DEEPWATER PORTS 


Application Amendment 


AGENCY: Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation. 


ACTION: Notice of deepwater port li- 
cense application amendment. 


NOTICES 


SUMMARY: On August 24, 1978, the 
Texas Deepwater Port Authority 
(TDPA) filed with the Department of 
Transportation an amendment to the 
application submitted on December 31, 
1975 by Seadock, Inc., a corporate con- 
sortium of oil companies, for a license 
to own, construct, operate, and main- 
tain a deepwater port off the coast of 
Texas. The TDPA, through the 
amendment, seeks the approval that is 
required by the Deepwater Port Act of 
1974 (the Act) (33 U.S.C. 1501) to build 
a deepwater port. The TDPA project 
apears to be the same port facility, in 
the same location, which was proposed 
in the criginal deepwater port license 
application submitted by Seadock. The 
Seadock application review process 
culminated in an offer by the Secre- 
tary of Transportation on January 17, 
1977, of a deepwater port license, sup- 
ported in part by the finding that the 
port was in the naticnal interest. Sea- 
dock did not accept the Secretary’s li- 
cense offer because it could not obtain 
enough owners to finance the project. 
The Texas State legislature subse- 
quently established the TDPA as a 
State agency to pursue this matter. 
TDPA’s amendment to the application 
reflects the State’s desire to revive and 
sponscr a deepwater port under public 
ownership and financing, and would, if 
approved, permit the TDPA to move 
forward with development of the port. 


DATES: Public comment is invited 
throughout the processing of the ap- 
plication amendment. Public hearings 
wiil be announced in a future FEDERAL. 
REGISTER notice and by other appro- 
priate means. 


ADDRESSES: The application amend- 
ment review process is being conduct- 
ed by the: Deepwater Port Application 
Staff, Commandant (G-WDWP/61), 
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 400 
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Comdr. J. D. Partin, Coast Guard 
Application Coordinator, 202-426- 
2666, between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m. 
e.s.t. 


SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
Through acquisition from Seadock of 
all its interests in the original deepwa- 
ter port license application, including 
the engineering, environmental, and 
other work that had been dene on the 


INFORMATION 


- project, the TDPA iniends to use the 


same port design, location, capacities, 
etc., as previously approved by the 
Secretary. The principal change re- 
flected in the application amendment 
is in the ownership and financing, ie., 
a change to public ownership and reve- 
nue bond financing. Because the 
amendment proposes the same port 
which Seadock applied to build, the 
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designation of Texas as an adjacent 
coastal State for that application (41 
FR 3769, January 26, 1976) remains 
valid for the amendment. Similarly, 
the “application area” for the amend- 
ment is the area designated for origi- 
nal application—that area contained 
within a circle of 21 nautical mile 
radius centered at latitude 28°20.5’ N. 
and longitude 95°16.8' W. and south of 
a line drawn between latitude 28°29’ 
N., longitude 96°008’ W., and latitude 
29°01’ N., longitude 95°00’ W., less that 
area contained within shipping safety 
fairways and fairway anchorages as 
plotted on National Ocean Survey 
chart number 11300. Any person inter- 
ested in applying for a license for the 
ownership, construction, and oper- 
ation of a deepwater port within the 
designated application area described 
above must file with the commandant 
(G-WDWP/61), at the address listed 
above, a notice of intent to file an ap- 
plication on or before Novernber 20, 
1978. 

The change to public ownership and 
financing is favored by the Act in its 
establishment of a preference for the 
issuance of a deepwater pori license to 
public owners. The Federal review 
process of the TDPA application 
amendment will primarily focus upon 
the change of ownership and the ef- 
fects thereof, along with a review of a 
number of lesser issues that may re- 
quire updating because of the inter- 
vening time since the original applica- 
tion review was compieted. 


REVIEW PROCESS 


The TDPA application amendment 
has been reviewed for completeness of 
content by reference to the standards 
enumerated in the Act and 33 CFR 
148.109. It appears the application 
amendment contains sufficient infor- 
mation te commence a formal review 
process. Since there are no reguiations 
or procedures for processing a deepwa- 
ter port license application amend- 
ment of the nature presently before 
the Coast Guard, the procedures and 
standards specified in the Act and in 
the regulations at 33 CFR Part 148 for 
a new application will be used where 
appropriate. Moreover, the application 
staff intends to comply with all time 
limits established by the Act and, 
where feasible, to accelerate the proc- 
ess because much of the TDPA pro- 
posal was already approved in the 
review of the Seadock application. 


DEEPWATER PORT PLANS 


The application amendment plans 
under review provide for constructing 
a deepwater port in the Guif of 
Mexico, approximately 26 miles south 
of Freeport, Tex. The focal point of 
the port will be a pumping platform 
complex (PPC) bearing 177.8 true 25.8 
nautical miles from Freeport Harbor 
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entrance light. The PPC (lat. 28°30'31” 
N., long. 95°16'59”" W.) will contain per- 
sonnel accommodations, machinery 
for pumping to the mainland oil re- 
ceived at the port, and a control sta- 
tion for directing and monitoring 
vessel movement in the port area. 

Arranged around the circumference 
of a circle having an approximate 
&,000-foot radius from the center of 
the PPC will be four single point 
mooring (SPM) buoys. Tankers calling 
at the port will moor by the bow at 
the SPM’s. Floating oil transfer hoses 
will be attached to each SPM in a 
manner that allows a tanker to moor 
to the buoy, connect to the hoses, and 
discharge its cargo. While mocred, the 
tanker will weather-vane 360 degrees 
about the SPM, to maintain a heading 
of least resistance to the elements 
when engaged in oil transfer oper- 
ations. 

An approach fairway to the port and 
anchorage areas for tankers awaiting a 
berth at the SPM’s are proposed for 
the port. A portion of the fairway and 
the anchorage areas will be marked 
with lighted aids to navigation, and 
safeguarded by a vessel traffic control 
scheme that will monitor the move- 
ment of tankers arriving at and de- 
parting from the port. The. proposed 
fairway will extend from the port’s 
traffic scheme southward to an exist- 
ing Gulf safety fairway. 

Buried submarine pipelines. will 
carry oil from the base of each SPM to 
the PPC where it will be boosted to 
shore via two 52-inch diameter buried 
pipelines. The path of these pipelines 
to an onshore storage terminal is on 
an approximate bearing of 336° true 
from the PPC to the beachline, thence 
roughly parallel to Redfish Bayou on 
a northerly bearing to the tank farm. 

The onshore storage terminal will be 
located 5 miles inland, near Freeport; 
it will contain 28 tanks with a total ca- 
pacity of approximately 22,500,000 
barrels. There will be pumps and ancil- 
lary facilities at the storage terminal 
to distribute the crude oil te the pipe- 
line networks that will deliver to 
inland refineries and chemical! plants. 

The deepwater port is designed to 
handle an average throughput of ap- 
proximately 2,000,000 barrels of crude 
oil daily. 

The TDPA has also indicated tenta- 
tive plans for future expansion. These 
plans call for an addition to the PPC, 
two additional SPM’s, an additional 
52-inch pipeline from the PPC to the 
shore, increased onshore crude oil 
storage capacity to a maximum of ap- 
proximately 35,500,000 barrels, and in- 
creased daily volume of oil throughput 
at the port to 4,000,000 barrels. An 
amended deepwater port license will 
be required prior to this expansion. 


NOTICES 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 


Any person who desires to receive 
notices of public hearings that may be 
held in connection with the processing 
of the TDPA application amendment 
may submit a written request therefor 
to Commandant (G-WDWP/61) at the 
Coast Guard address listed above. 

A copy of the application amend- 
ment, except trade secrets and confi- 
dential information for which protec- 
tion from disclosure is afforded under 
section 14 of the Act, may be reviewed 
between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m. in room 
8117 at the above address, and during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 


Office of the Commander (mps), Eighth 
Coast Guard District, Room 13411, Hale 
Boggs Federal Bidg., 500 Camp St., New 
Orleans, La. 70130. 

Freeport Public Library, 410 Brazosport 
Bivd., Freeport, Tex. 77542. 

Office of the Galveston District, Army 
Corps of Engineers, U.S. 400 Barracuda, 
Galveston, Tex. 77550. 

Texas Deepwater Port Authority, 3701 
Kirby Dr., Suite 730, Houston, Tex. 77098. 

(88 Scat. 2131 (33 U.S.C. 1504(c)); 49 CFR 

1.46.) 


Dated: September 18, 1978. 


W. W. Barrow, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Chief, Office of Marine Envi- 
ronment and Systems. 
[FR Doc. 78-26545 Filed 9-18-78; 3:54 pm] 


[4910-14] 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 


[CGD 78-123] 
CONRAIL BRIDGE; DEPUE, ILL. 
Public Hearing on Proposed Bridge Alteration 


A public hearing on proposed alter- 
ation of the ConRail railroad bridge 
across the Illinois River, mile 213.9, at 
Depue, Ill., will be held on Wednesday 
afternoon, October 25, 1978, at 1 p.m., 
in the county board room, Peoria 
County Courthouse, Main and Jeffer- 
son Streets, Peoria, Ill. This hearing is 
being held under the authority of sec- 
tion 3 of the act of June 21, 1940 
(Truman-Hobbs Act). 

_ The existing bridge, which has a 
Swing span, provides approximately 
146 feet of horizontal clearance in the 
draw when measured normal to the 
channel axis. A number of complaints 
have been received alleging that the 
bridge is unreasonably obstructive to 
navigation. The purpose of the hear- 
ing is to determine whether alteration 
is needed and, if so, what alteration is 
required having due regard for the ne- 
cessity of free, easy and unobstructed 
navigation upon the waterway. The 


needs of rail traffic will also be consid- 
ered. 

Public comments, views, and data 
are required for ascertaining whether 
the bridge unreasonably obstructs 
navigation, whether vessels have un- 
reasonable difficulty and delay in 
passing through the bridge, the extent 
of costs associated with collisions and 
delays to navigation, the character 
and amount of commerce affected, 
whether the commerce affected is suf- 
ficient to justify alteration of the 
bridge, the changes necessary to 
render navigation through or under 
the bridge reasonably free and unob- 
structed, and the impact of the alter- 
ation, if made, upon the quality of the 
human environment. 

Any person who wishes may appear 
and be heard at this public hearing. 
Persons planning to appear and be 
heard are requested to notify the‘ 
Commander, Second Coast Guard Dis- 
trict, 1430 Olive Street, St. Louis, Mo. 
63103, any time prior to the hearing 
indicating the amount of time re- 
quired. Depending upon the number 
of scheduled statements, it may be 
necessary to limit the amount of time 
allocated to each person. Any limita- 
tions of time allocated wiil be an- 
nounced at the beginning of the hear- 
ing. Written statements and exhibits 
may be submitted in place of or in ad- 
dition to oral statements and will be 
made a part of the record of the hear- 
ing. Such written statements and ex- 
hibits may be delivered at the hearing 
or maiied in advance to the Command- 
er, Second Coast Guard District. 


(54 Stat. 498, 33 U.S.C. 513; sec. 6(g)(3), 80 
Stat. 937, 49 U.S.C. 1655(g3); 33 CFR 
116.20 and 49 CFR 1.46(c)(6).) 


Dated: September 14, 1978. 


F. P. SCHUBERT, 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Acting Chief, Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems. 
{FR Doc. 78-26549 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45] 


[4910-14] 
[CGD 78-125] 


CHEMICAL TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE; SUBCOMMITTEE ON LIQUEFIED 
GAS VESSELS 


Meeting 


Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. $2-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the 
Chemical Transportation Advisory 
Coramittee’s Subcommittee on Lique- 
fied Gas Vessels to be held on Wednes- 
day, October 25, 1978, beginning at 9 
a.m., room 8236, Nassif Building, 400 
jth Street SW., Washington, D.C. 
20530. The agenda for this meeting is 
as follows: 
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To discuss design and construction 
standards for internal insulation sys- 
tems for liquefied gas cargo tanks. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public. With the approval of the chair- 
man, members of the public may pres- 
ent oral statements. Any member of 
the public may present a written state- 
ment to the subcommittee at any time. 


FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, 
CONTACT: 


Capt. William N. Spence, Comman- 
dant (G-MHM/83), U.S. Coast 
Guard, Washington, D.C. 20590, 202- 
426-2306. 


For scheduling and for providing 
adequate seating, those wishing to 
present oral statements or attend the 
meeting should notify the above office 
no later than the day before the meet- 
ing. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978. 

HENRY McBELL, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Chief, Office of Merchant 
Marine Safety. 
(FR Doc. 78-26550 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4910-14] 


[CGD 78-127] 


PROPOSED BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. JOHNS 
RIVER AND MILL COVE AT JACKSONVILLE, 
(BAME POINT), FLA. 


Public Hearing 


Notice is hereby given that the Com- 
mandant has authorized a public hear- 
ing to be held by the Commander, Sev- 
enth Coast Guard District, at the Pru- 
dential Insurance Co., first floor audi- 
torium, 841 Frudential Drive, Jackson- 
ville, Fla., from 5:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m. 
on Monday, November 6, and Wednes- 
day, November 8, 1978. The purpose of 
the hearing is to consider the applica- 
tion from the Jacksonville Transporta- 
tion Authority for a permit to con- 
struct a highway bridge across the St. 
Johns River and Mill Cove at Jackson- 
ville (Dame Point), Fla. Ali interested 
persons may present data, views, and 
comments orally or in writing at the 
public hearing concerning the impact 
of the proposed bridge on the environ- 
ment and its effect on navigation. A 
final environmental impact statement 
prepared by Federal Highway Admin- 
istration (FHWA) as lead agency has 
been filed with the Council on Envi- 
ronmental Quality on May 20, 1977, in 
compliance with the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act. 

A public hearing was held on No- 
vember 17 and 18, 1976, in accordance 
with FHWA guidelines. The public 
hearing included the entire project 
corridor. All comments presented at 
the hearing concerning the effects of 


NOTICES 


the proposed project on the quality of 
the human environment and those to 
be presented at the scheduled hearing 
will be made a part of the record and 
will be given full consideration in the 
permitting process. Of particular im- 
portance at this time are effects of the 
proposed bridge alinement and the 
vertical and horizontal clearances on 
navigation. Presentations should in- 
clude factual data to support com- 
ments presented. 

The hearing will be informal. A 
Coast Guard representative will pre- 
side at the hearing, make a brief open- 
ing statement describing the proposed 
bridge and announce the procedures 
to be followed at the hearing. Each 
person who wishes to make an oral 
statement should notify the Com- 
mander (oan), Seventh Coast Guard 
District, Federal Building, 51 South- 
west First Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33130, 


by November 1, 1978. Such notifica- - 


tion should include the approximate 
time required to make the presenta- 
tion. A transcript will be made of the 
hearing and may be purchased by the 
public. Interested persons who are 
unable to attend this hearing may also 
participate in the consideration of this 
bridge permit application by submit- 
ting their comments, in writing, on or 
before December 8, 1978, to the Com- 
mander (oan), Seventh Coast Guard 
District. Each comment should state 
the reasons for any objections, com- 
ments or: proposed changes to the 
plans, and the name and address of 
the person or organization submitting 
the comment. 

Copies of ali written communica- 
tions will be available for examination 
by interested persons at the office of 
the Commander (oan), Seventh Coast 
Guard District. All comments received 
will be considered before final action is 
taken on the proposed bridge permit 
application. After the time set for the 
submission of comments, the Com- 
mander, Seventh Coast Guard Dis- 
trict, will forward the record, includ- 
ing.all written comments, and his rec- 
ommendations to the Commandant, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Washington, D.C. 
20590. The Commandant will make 
the final determination of the bridge 
permit. 

(Sec. 502, Act of Aug. 2, 1946, as amended; 
33 U.S.C. 525, 49 U.S.C. 1655(2)(6(C); 49 
CFR 1.46(c)(16).) 
Dated: September 15, 1978. 
F. P. ScHUDERT, 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Acting Chief, Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems. 
{FR Doc. 78-26551 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[4910-14] 


[CGD 78-053a] 


TANKER SAFETY AND POLLUTION 
PREVENTION 


Revision to Reguiatory implementation Plan 
Schedule 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public of a revision to the 
schedule of the Coast Guard plan for 
regulatory implementation of the re- 
sults of the International Conference 
on Tanker Safety and Pollution Pre- 
vention (T'SPP) sponsored by the In- 
tergovernmental Maritime Consulta- 
tive Organization (IMCO) from Febru- 
ary 6 through 17, 1978. 


DISCUSSION 


In the April 20, 1978 FepERAL REGIs- 
TER, Volume 43, No. 77, pages 16886 
through 16890, the Coast Guard 
issued a notice to inform the public of 
the results of the International Con- 
ference on Tanker Safety and Pollu- 
tion Prevention and to provide the 
public with the anticipated plan for 
regulatory implementation of the re- 
sults of the conference. At the TSPP 
Conference new measures and proce- 
dures to improve the safety of oil 
tankers and reduce pollution of the 
sea from ships were developed which 
expanded the requirements of the 
1974 Safety of Life at Sea Convention - 
(SOLAS 74) and the 1973 Marine Pol- 
lution Convention (MARPOL 73). It is 
the intention of the Coast Guard to 
implement these new measures and 
procedures into Federal regulations. 
Table 2 on page 16890 of the April 20 
FEDERAL REGISTER set forth the expect- 
ed schedule necessary to develop and 
finalize these Federal regulations and 
the effective implementation dates 
once the regulations become final. 

It was originally estimated that final 
regulations for inert gas systems (IGS) 
and second radar systems would be 
issued during August 1978, with final 
regulations for segregated ballast 
tanks (SBT), clean ballast tanks 
(CBT), crude oil washing (COW), and 
improved steering standards to be 
issued in February 1978. The prepara- 
tory work necessary for the develop- 
ment and issuance of the SBT, CBT, 
COW, improved steering standards, 
und IGS regulations was delayed be- 
cause project personne! were simulta- 
neously tasked with conducting a 
study to determine if tanker safety 
and pollution prevention measures, ad- 
ditional to those developed at the 
TSPP Conference, should be applied 
to U.S. tank vessels in domestic trade. 
As a result of this, the schedule for 
these final regulations has been re- 
vised. 
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NOTICES 


Final regulations for SBT, CBT, 
COW, and improved steering stand- 
ards will be issued in April 1979. Final 
regulations for IGS will be issued in 
November 1978. Final regulations for 
second radar systems were not affect- 
ed by the delay and were issued ahead 
of schedule on July 24, 1978. Table 2, 
Coast Guard Regulatory Implementa- 
tion Plan for TSPP Results (Revised), 
shows the new schedule. The new time 
frame remains consistent with the 
Coast Guard’s original intention to 
utilize the effective implementation 
dates developed by the TSPP Confer- 
ence which range from June 1979 
through June 1985. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


. Henry H. BELL, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Chief, Office of Merchant 
Marine Safety. 
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[8320-01] 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
SPECIAL MEDICAL ADVISORY GROUP 
Meeting 


The Veterans Administration gives 
notice pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, that 
a meeting of the Special Medical Advi- 
sory Group, authorized by 38 U.S.C. 
4112(a), will be held in the Administra- 
tor’s Conference Room at the Veter- 
ans Administration Central Office, 810 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C., on October 2 and 3, 1978. The 
purpose of the Special Medical Adviso- 
ry Group is to advise the Administra- 
tor and the chief medical director rela- 
tive to the care and treatment of dis- 
abled veterans, and other matters per- 
tinent to the Veterans Administra- 
tion’s Department of Medicine and 
Surgery. 

The general sessions will convene at 
8:30 a.m., on October 2, and at 9 a.m., 
on October 3. These will be open to 
the public up to the seating capacity 
of the room. Because this capacity is 
limited, it will be necessary for those 
wishing to attend to contact Mr. Har- 
rison Owen, Acting Executive Secre- 
tary, Special Medical Advisory Group, 
Veterans Administration Central 
Office, phone 202-389-3588, prior to 
September 27, 1978. 

The executive session portion of the 
meeting, October 3, 1978, 11 a.m. to 12 
noon, will be closed for discussions of 
personnel matters in the department 
of medicine and surgery, pursuant to 
section 10(d), Pub. L. 92-463, the Fed- 
eral Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. 
app. sec. 10d) since such portion will 
deal only with the VA’s internal per- 
sonnel rules and practices. 


Dated: September 15, 1978. 


Max CLELAND, 
Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-26495 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] ~ 





[7035-01] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


{Ex Parte No. 349; Sub-No. 1] 


DECISION ON INCREASED FREIGHT RATES 
AND CHARGES, 1978, NATIONWIDE 


Authority to File Master Tariff 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 

By petition and verified statements 
filed September 11, 1978, the eastern 
railroads listed in apendix I of the pe- 
tition, and certain water and motor 
carriers having joint rates with the ap- 
pendix I railroads, seek to reopen Ex 
parte No. 349 for authority to increase 
freight rates and charges within east- 


_ NOTICES 


ern territory on 24 SPC groups by 3 to 
20 percent. These commodities with 
the respective percentage increases are 
listed in the attached appendix to this 
decision. The commodities in question 
are stated to be generally transported 
at marginal or non-compensatory 
rates. The proposed increases are also 
allegedly being filed to comply with 
the Commission’s decision in Ex parte 
No. 349, served June 7, 1978, which di- 
rected the carriers “to take immediate 
steps to remedy [the] situation” re- 
garding non-compensatory rates. A 
copy of the petition and verified state- 
ments may be obtained from Charles 
C. Rettberg, Jr., Esq., 527 American 
Railroad Building, 1920 “L” Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
Petitioners seek permission to make 
the proposed increases effective Octo- 
ber 11, 1978, subject to the condition 
that refunds shall be made in the 
event that, after any investigation 
that the Commission deems necessary, 
no increase or a lesser increase than 
that requested is authorized. Petition- 
ers also seek entry of an order modify- 
ing all outstanding Commission orders 
to the extent necessary to enable the 


railroads to file and make effective the > 


proposed increased rates and charges. 
Such order is also requested to allow 
the entry of appropriate orders under 
sections 4 and 6 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act. 

The evidence submitted in support 
of this petition consists of the record 
previously submitted in Ex parte No. 
349, which was filed pursuant to the 
requirements set forth in Ex parte No. 
290, Procedures Governing Rail Gen- 
eral Increase Proceedings, 49 CFR 
1102, effective January 1, 1978, and Ex 
parte No. 290 (Sub-No. 1), Procedures- 
Rail Car General Increase Proceed- 
ings, 349 ICC 22 (1974). Further, the 
petitioners have filed and served 9 
verified statements constituting their 
additional evidential case for the sub- 
ject increases in this proceeding. 

The petitioners have given notice of 
the petition and have furnished data 
to the public in compliance with Ex 
parte No. 286, Notice of Increases in 
Frt. Rates and Pass. Fares, 349 ICC 
741 (1975), and with section 5b of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

The railroads also incorporate by 
reference the supplemental environ- 
mental evaluation submitted in Ex 
parte No. 349, which is required by Ex 
parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), Revised 
Guidelines for the Implementation of 
the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 352 ICC 451 and 49 CFR 
1108. The petitioners contend that the 
requested increases will have no sig- 
nificant adverse effects upon the 
movement of the traffic or transporta- 
tion of recyclable commodities by rail. 
Any person or persons believing that 
the requested increases, if authorized, 


would have a significant impact upon 
the quality of the human environment 
are invited to comment upon this 
matter in verified statements author- 
ized to be filed pursuant to this order. 
Environmental matters and the re- 
quirements of the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 will be con- 
sidered by this Commission in any sub- 
sequent action on the merits of the re- 
quested general increases. 

It is ordered: 

The petition to reopen the Ex parte 
No. 349 proceeding is granted, and: 

1. All common carriers by railroad in 
eastern territory are made respon- 
dents to this proceeding. 

2. Under the special permission au- 
thority granted in conjunction with 
this order, the tariff schedules shall be 
published and filed upon not less than 
30 days’ notice effective not earlier 
than October 20, 1978, nor later than 
November 20, 1978,' subject to protest 
and possible suspension. These sched- 
ules are to contain an appropriate 
refund provision. 

3. Any person opposing or wishing to 
comment on the proposed increase in 
rates and charges shall file and serve 
verified statements, as provided below, 
on or before October 5, 1978.? 

(a) The verified statements shall 
contain all evidence relevant and ma- 
terial to the issues in this proceeding 
which the parties desire to have con- 
sidered by the Commission as a basis 
for a decision on the merits. Any sub- 
mission on asserted environmental 
impact shall be set forth under an ap- 
propriate subheading in order to iden- 
tify properly such subject matter. 

(b) Verified statements may include 
arguments in support of an affiant’s 
position but such argument shall be 
set forth in a separate section of the 
document containing the _ verified 
statement. If desired, such argument 
may be contained in a separate docu- 
ment simultaneously filed and served. 

(c) Each verified statement shall be 
signed in ink by affiant and verified 
(notarized) in the manner provided by 
rule 28 and form No. 6 of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice (see 49 1100.48 
and appendix B, form No. 6, to 49 CFR 
1100). The post office address of af- 
fiant or his counsel shall be shown. 

(d) Verified statements and argu- 
ments shall be filed and served as fol- 
lows: 

The original and 20 copies of each 
such document for the use of the 
Commission shall be addressed to the 


1In the event the tariff is not filed prior 
to September 29, 1978, the due date speci- 
fied for the filing of protests and verified 
statements will be extended to a date 20 
days prior to the effective date, and the 
reply date will be correspondingly extended. 

2Section 15(3)(d) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act specifically requires the filing of 
verified complaints seeking suspension of 
proposed rate changes. 
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Secretary, and sent to the Office of 
Proceedings, Room 5342, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20423, except that a lesser 
number of copies may be filed with 
the Commission in this matter shall 
contain the following notation on the 
envelope: Ex parte No. 349 (Sub-No. 
1). . 

One copy shall be served upon the 
representative of the petitioning rail- 
roads, Charles C. Rettberg, Jr., Esqa., 
527 American Railroads Building, 1920 
“L” Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036, which service shall constitute 
service upon all respondents. However, 
all parties able to do so shall serve 20 
copies upon the railroads’ representa- 
tive. In all cases, where service is made 
by mail, the document shall be mailed 
in time to be received by the respec- 
tive due dates. 

(e) Each verified statement shall 
contain a certificate of service stating 
that it has ben timely served on oppos- 
ing parties, as herein provided. 

(f) Verified statements and argu- 
ments by persons opposed to the pro- 
posed increases in rates and charges 
shall include all matters which they 
desire the Commission to consider 
with respect to the statutory suspen- 
sion of the rates pending completion 
of the investigation, as well as evi- 
dence relevant to the ultimate deci- 
sion. 

4. On or before October 10, 1978, the 
respondents shall file with the Com- 
mission and serve upon opposing par- 
ties such replies to protests.or other 
pleadings and rebuttal evidence on the 
merits of the proceeding as they desire 
to present. Such evidence shali be in 
the form and served in the same 
manner as the opening statements 
filed in accordance with the regula- 
tions published in 49 CFR 1102, except 
that replies and rebuttal evidence 
need be served only upon the party 
(and his counsel if khown) to whose 
evidence the reply or rebuttal is di- 
rected. However, replies or rebuttal 
statements proposing changes in the 
tariff shail be served on all parties. All 
such statements shall be furnished to 
interested parties upon request. 

5. The Commission plans to act upon 
this proposed increase on October 13, 
1978. 

6. The request for fourth-section 
relief will be considered following the 
filing of verified statements and re- 
plies. 

By special permission order No. 78- 
4200 served in conjunction with this 
order, the Commission is authorizing 
the filing of tariff schedules increasing 
rates and charges sought in the peti- 
tion. These tariff schedules are to 
become effective upon not less than 30 
days’ notice to the Commission and 
the general public, subject to protest 
and possible suspension as provided by 


NOTICES 


the Interstate Commerce Act. All doc- 
uments filed with the Commission in 
this matter shall contain the following 
notation on the envelope: Ex parte No. 
349 (Sub-No. 1). 


SPECIAL PERMISSION No. 78-4200 


It is ordered: 

1. All eastern railroads, and water 
and motor carriers to the extent they 
have joint rates with the railroads, 
and their tariff-publishing agents, are 
authorized to depart from the Com- 
mission’s tariff publishing rules in 
Tariff Circular No. 20 (49 CFR 1300), 
when publishing and filing tariffs, and 
tariff amendments, to become effec- 
tive upon not less than 30 days’ notice 
to the Commission and the public but 
not earlier than October 20, 1978, nor 
later than November 20, 1978, provid- 
ing for increased rates and charges as 
set forth in the petition. 

(a) By publishing and filing a master 
tariff of increased rates and charges, 
and supplements to the master tariff, 
providing increases by means of con- 
version tables of rates and charges, 
which shall include and maintain in 
effect, a refund provision reading as 
follows: 

In the event any increases resulting 
from the application of this tariff 
exceed the increases subsequently ap- 
proved or prescribed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, the carriers 
will refund the difference between the 
increase resulting from the application 
thereof and any increases which may 
subsequently be approved or pre- 
scribed by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission with percent interest.° 

In the event any increase resulting 
from the application of the tariff is 
disapproved by the Commission and 
no increase is authorized, the carriers 
will refund the full amount of the in- 
crease collected with — percent inter- 
est.* 


The master tariff shall be indicated to 
expire on interstate and foreign com- 
merce with a date not beyond 1 year 
after the effective date, which may 
not be extended or cancelled except 
upon specific authorization of this 
Commission, and all relief granted in 
this order expires with that date. Re- 
spondents are placed on notice that 
they must comply with the regula- 
tions, 49 CFR 1300.32, governing the 
transfer of railroad general increases 
from master tariffs. The master tariff 
must initially contain all provisions 
for application of the increases (in- 
cluding provisions for no increase, part 


3The interest rate to be inserted in the 
refund provision shall be equal to the aver- 
age yield (on the date such schedule is filed) 
of marketable securities of the United 
States which have a duration of 90 days. See 
section 15(8)(e) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. 

*See footnote 3. 
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of the overall proposal) following 
which (unless suspended) any provi- 
sions other than those of a general 
character may be cancelled and trans- 
ferred to the particular tariff affected 
upon a common effective date with ap- 
propriate notation to that effect in the 
master tariff amendment. 

(b) By publication and filing of a 
connecting link supplement to each 
tariff to be made subject to the master 
tariff, connecting such tariffs with the 
master. Such supplements may be 
blanket supplements (a common sup- 
plement issued to two or more tariffs). 

(c) The master tariff and connecting 
link supplements issued and filed 
under this order shall not provide for 
nonapplication on interstate traffic 
competitive with intrastate traffic be- 
tween the same points unless the in- 
terstate rates and routes are specifical- 
ly identified in the connecting link 
supplements. 

(d) By publication and filing of tar- 
iffs or amendments to tariffs effective 
concurrently with the master tariffs 
and upon the same notice which pro- 
vide specifically increased rates and 
charges but which do not result in an 
increase in charges for transportation 
and other services greater than those 
specified in the petition, provided all 
such publication is identified in the 
tariffs and made subject to a refund 
clause worded substantially as in para- 
graph 1(a) above. 

(e) By publication of provisions in 
tariffs or amendments thereto subject- 
ing rates and charges therein to the 
provisions of the master tariff, subject 
to the restriction in (c) above. 

2. (a) The master tariff, as amended, 
and all other tariffs and amendments 
to tariffs, that employ the shortform 
methods authorized herein shall bear 
the notation: Form of publication au- 
thorized, ICC permission No. 78-4200. 

(b) Tariffs or amendments to tariffs 
publishing specifically increased rates 
or charges hereunder shall bear a no- 
tation reading: Publication made in ac- 
cordance with ICC permission No. 78- 
4200. 

3. Connecting-link supplements au- 
thorized herein shail be exempted 
from the Commission’s tariff-publish- 
ing rules governing the number of sup- 
plements and the volume of supple- 
mental matter permissible. 

4. The master tariff filed under this 
order shall not be amended except to 
correct errors and to comply with find- 
ings and orders of the Commission, 
except when specifically authorized to 
do so. The terms of rule 9(e) (40 CFR 
1300.9(e)) are not waived as to supple- 
ments to the master tariff. 

5. Outstanding orders of the Com- 
mission are hereby modified only to 
the extent necessary to permit the 
filing of tariff publications containing 
the proposed increases, and all tariff 
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publication filed shall be subject to 
protest and possible suspension and re- 
jection. In that regard, we direct peti- 
tioners’ attention to our admonitions 
in prior general increase proceedings 
concerning maintenance and preserva- 
tion of existing port relationships. See, 
for example, Increased Freight Rates 
and Charges, 1972, 341 ICC 288, 336, 
and Increased Freight Rates, 1970 and 
197i, 339 ICC 125, 188. The rate in- 


NOTICES 


crease table on grain shall progress in 
one-half cent increments. 


Notice of the filing of a railroad gen- 
eral increase petition will be given by 
sending a copy of this decision to each 
party to the Ex parte No. 349 proceed- 
ing, to the Governor and public utility 
regulatory body of each State, the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency, the 
Special Assistant to the President for 
Consumer Affairs, and by depositing a 
copy in the Office of the Secretary of 


APPENDIX 


the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register for pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Commission, Chairman 
O’Neal, Vice Chairman Christian, 
Commissioners Brown, Stafford, 
Gresham, and Clapp, Commissioners 
Stafford and Clapp absent and not 
participating. 

H. G. Homme, Jr. 
Acting Secretary. 





Commodity 


Increase 





Cotton 





Grain, export 





Sugar beets 


export. 





Fresh vegetables 





Construction aggregates 





Wheat flour and milling products 


10 pct within the East, including eastern Canada. 
3 pet from Eastern origins (excluding Canada) via Eastern ports for 


10 pct within the East, including eastern Canada. 
9 pct within the East, including eastern Canada. 
5 pct within the East, including eastern Canada, except no increase on 


STCC 14 411 90, Lake or Beach Sand, within the East, including east- 


ern Canada. 





Other grain milling products 





Corn milling products 


Do. 
Do. 





Seed, nut or vegetable, cake or meal 


Pulpwood logs 








Pulpwood chips 





Shavings or sawdust 





Furniture 





Sanitary paper products 


3 pct within the East (excluding Canada) on export traffic. 


Do. 
10 pct within the East including eastern Canada. 


Do. 
20 pct within the East including eastern Canada. 
10 pct on rates subject to minimum weights 15,000 lb and iess, and 7 pct 


on rates subject to minimum weights over 15,000 lb within the East in- 


cluding eastern Canada. 





Coke produced from coal 





Ashes 





Textile waste 





Paper, waste or scrap 





Freight forwarder traffic 


100,000 Ib rates. 





Shipper association traffic 





. Miscellaneous mixed traffic (A) plan II%, II%, and III TOFC/COFC 
Rates. 3 pct within the East, subject to the following exception: 
Exception—Plans II% and III 30 and 60 multitrailer rates only 
within the East are to be increased 5 pct. Plan II% and III 10 mul- 
titrailer rates within the East are to take 3 pct. (B) Plan V%, V% 
TOFC/COFC rates 3 pct within the East.. 


5 pct within the East including eastern Canada. 
8 pct within the East including eastern Canada. 
10 pct within the East including eastern Canada. 


Do. 
10 pct within the East including eastern Canada, except no increase on 





[7035-01] 
{Volume No. 115] 


PETITIONS, APPLICATIONS, AND FINANCE 


MATTERS (INCLUDING TEMPORARY AU- 
THORITIES) 


SEPTEMBER 13, 1978. 


PETITIONS For MOopIFICATION, INTER- 
PRETATION OR REINSTATMENT OF Op- 
ERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY 


The following petitions seek modifi- 
cation or interpretation of existing op- 
erating rights authority, or reinstate- 
ment of terminated operating rights 
authority. 

All pleadings and documents must 
clearly specify the suffix (e.g., M1 F, 
M2 F) numbers where the docket is so 
identified in this notice. 


(FR Doc. 78-26432 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


An original and one copy of protests 
to the granting of the requested au- 
thority must be filed with the Com- 
mission within 30 days after the date 
of this notice. Such protests shall 
comply with special rule 247(e) of th 
Commission’s general rules of prac- 
trice (49 CFR 1100.247) ' and shall in- 
clude a concise statement of protes- 
tant’s interest in the proceeding and 
copies of its conflicting authorities. 
Verified statments in opposition 
should not be tendered at this time. A 
copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon petitioner’s repre- 


Copies of special rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20423. 


sentative, or petitioner if no represen- 
atative is named. ’ 

MC 43867 (Sub-25) (MIF) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify certificate) 
filed July 13, 1978. Petitioner: A LE- 
ANDER MCcALISTER TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, P.O. Box 2214, 
Wichita Falls, TX 76307. Representa- 
tive: John T. Wirth, 2310 Colorado 
State Bank Building, 1600 Broadway, 
Denver, CO 80202. Petitioner holds a 
motor common carrier certificate in 
MC 43867 (Sub-25), issued January 27, 
1976, authorizing transportation, over 
irregular routes, as of: (1) Noise silenc- 
ers, liquid cooling systems, vapor con- 
densing systems, water plani systems, 
waste water disposal systems, sewerage 
treatment systems, conveyors and 
parts and equipment for the above- 
named commodities, restricted to the 
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transportation of commodities which 
because of size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment, from Cisco 
and Wichita Falls, TX, to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI); 
and (2) equipment, materials, and sup- 
plies used in the construction or in- 
stallation of the commodities de- 
scribed in part (1) above, from points 
in the United States (except AK and 
HI), to Cisco and Wichita Falls, TX. 
Restriction: The service authorized 
herein is restricted to the transporta- 
tionof shipments originating at or des- 
tined to the facilities of Burgess In- 
dustries, Inc., B-W Fabricators, Inc., 
The Baker Corp., and Wallace Manu- 
facturing Co.,° and Sinclair-Wallace 
Co., at or near Wichita Falls, TX, and 
the facilities of Burgess Industries, 
Inc., at or near Cisco, TX. By the in- 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to add 
the facilities of Texas Division of 
Tranter, Inc. at or near Wichita Falls, 
TX to the restriction. 

MC 57239 (Sub-9 and 14) (MIF) 
(notice of filing of petition to modify 
certificate), filed August 4, 1978. Peti- 
tioner: REENER’S EXPRESS, INC., 
1350 South West Street, Indianapolis, 
IN 46206. Representative: Roland 


Rice, Suite 501, Perpetual Building, 
1111 East Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20004. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in MC 
57239 (Sub-14) issued August 4, 1971, 


authorizing transportation over regu- 
lar routes of: (1) General commodities 
(except articles of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), between 
numerous points in KY including Lou- 
isville and between Scottsville, KY and 
Nashville, TN. This authority, under 
the second commodity description in 
Sub-14, is restricted, in part, as fol- 
lows: Service at Nashville, TN, restrict- 
ed against the handling of traffic 
originating at, destined to, or inter- 
changed at Louisville, KY, and its 
commercial zone, as defined by the 
Commission; (2) general commodities, 
as defined above between numerous 
points in KY under the third commod- 
ity description in Sub-14 restricted as 
follows: Carrier shail not transport 
any shipment moving between Nash- 
ville, TN and Louisville, KY; (3) bed- 
ding and bedding products from Mun- 
fordviile, KY to Elizabeth, KY serving 
no intermediate points, and serving 
Elizabethtown for purposes of joinder 
only, restricted as follows. The oper- 
ations authorized under the commod- 
ity description next above are restrict- 
ed against the transportation of ship- 
ments moving from Nashville, TN to 
Louisville KY. By the instant petition, 
petitioner seeks to modify the authori- 
ty in Sub-14 deleting the three enu- 
merated restrictions which prohibit 
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transportation of traffic moving be- 
tween Louisville, KY and Nashville 
TN. Petitioner holds authority in MC 
57239 (Sub-9) issued October 11, 1966, 
for transportation of: General com- 
modities, as defined above, between 
Coldwater, MI and Marshali, MI re- 
stricted as follows: The above authori- 
ty between Marshall and Tekonsha, 
MI, and intermediate points thereto is 
restricted against any service except 
on traffic moving to or from other 
points on the above specified routes. 
By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to modify the authority in Sub-9 
by deleting this restriction. 


MC 61825 (Sub-60) (MiF) (correc- 
tion) (notice of filing of petition to 
modify certificate by changing shipper 
and modifying territory) filed April 14, 
1978, previously noticed in the FEDER- 
AL REGISTER issue of August 17, 1978. 
Petitioner: ROY STONE TRANSFER 
CORP., P.O. Box 285, Collinsville, VA 
24078. Representative: John D. Stone 
(same address as petitioner). Petition- 
er holds a motor common carrier cer- 
tificate in MC 61825 (Sub-60) issued 
May 11, 1976, authorizing transporta- 
tion, over irregular routes, of: Food- 
stuffs (except frozen foodstuffs and 
commodities in bulk), from Red Creek, 
Egypt, Rushville, Waterloo, Fairport, 
Lyons, Newark, and Syracuse, NY, to 
points in GA, MD, NC, SC, TN, VA, 
WV, and DC. Restriction: The oper- 
ations authorized herein are restricted 
to the transportation of shipments 
originating at the facilities of Com- 
stock foods, Division of Borden, Inc., 
at the above-named origins and des- 
tined to the above-named destinations. 
By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to modify the above authority 
by adding Alton, Leicester, Le Roy, 
Shortsville, South Dayton, Oakfield, 
and Phelps, NY as origin points and to 
modify the restriction to read: The op- 
erations authorized herein are restrict- 
ed to the transportation of shipments 
originating at the facilities of Curtice- 
Burns, Inc., at the above-named ori- 
gins and destined to the above-named 
destinations. 


Note.—The purpose of this correction is 
to indicate the correct modification sought 
by this petition. 


MC 109802 (Sub-33) (MIF) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify certificate) 
filed June 29, 1978. Petitioner: LAKE- 
LAND BUS LINES, INC., East Black- 
well Street, Dover, NJ 07801. Repre- 
sentative: Bernard Flynn (same ad- 
dress as petitioner). Petitioner holds a 
common carrier certificate in MC 
109802 (Sub-33) issued July 9, 1976, 
authorizing transportation, over regu- 
lar routes, of: Passengers and their 


baggage, and express, in the same vehi- 


cle with passengers, between Netcong, 
NJ, and Hanover Township, NJ, serv- 
ing all intermediate points: From Net- 
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cong over U.S. Hwy 206 to junction NJ 
Hwy 24, in the borough of Chester, 
NJ, then over NJ Hwy 24 to Morris- 
town, NJ, then over city streets and 
access roads in Morristown, NJ, to 
junction Interstate Hwy 287 in Morris- 
town, NJ, then over Interstate Hwy 
287 to junction NJ Hwy 10 in Hanover 
Township, NJ, and return over the 
same route. Restriction: The oper- 
ations authorized herein are restricted 
against the transportation of passen- 
gers and their baggage and express be- 
tween Morristown, NJ, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, New York, 
NY. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to modify the above authority 
by deleting the restriction. 


MC 109821 (Sub-5) (M2F) (notice of 
filing of petition to add additional 
base points) filed August 8, 1978. Peti- 
tioner: TAYNTON FREIGHT 
SYSTEM, INC. 40 Main Street, Wells- 
boro, PA 16901. Representative: 
Dewey T. Whitford (same address as 
petitioner). Petitioner holds motor 
common carrier certificate in MC 
109821 (Sub-5) issued May 9, 1957, re- 
issued March 3, 1978, authorizing 
transportation as pertinent, over irreg- 
ular routes of: Manufactured glass 
products and commodities and equip- 
ment used in the manufacture, sale 
and shipment of manufactured glass 
products, between Buffalo, Corning, 
Eimira, and Horseheads, NY, Boyer- 
town, Bradford, Charleroi, Port Alle- 
gany, Wellsboro, and Dale Summit, 
PA, and Fairmont and Parkersburg, 
WV on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CT, IN, KY, MA, NJ, 
NY, OH, PA, RI, and WV (except that 
no traffic shall be transported be- 
tween Bradford and Port Allegany, PA 
on the cne hand, and, on the other 
points in that part of NY on and west 
of a line beginning at Oswego, NY and 
extending along NY Hwy 57 to Syra- 
cuse, NY and then along U.S. Hwy 11 
to the NY-PA State line). By the in- 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to add 
Bluffton, IN, Danville, KY, and Paden 
City, WV as additional base points to 
the above authority. 


MC 124774 (Subs-86 and 99), (M1F) 
(notice of filing of petition to modify 
certificate) filed June 21, 1978. Peti- 
tioner: MIDWEST REFRIGERATED 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O.. Box 17344, 
Omaha, NE 68107. Representative: 
Arlyn Westergren, 7171 Mercy Road, 
Omaha, NE 68106. Petitioner holds 
motor common carrier certificates in 
MC 124774 (Subs-86 and 99) issued 
February 7, 1975 and January 24, 1978, 
respectively. MC 124774 (Sub-86) au- 
thorizes transportation, over irregular 
routes, of: Games, toys, hobby and 
craft articles, gym sets, wading pools, 
and children’s vehicles, from points in 
CT, IN, LA, MD, MA, MI, NH, NJ, NY, 
OH, PA, RI, VA, and WI, to the facili- 
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ties of Mutual Distributing Co., at 
Omaha, NE. MC 124774 (Sub-99) au- 
thorizes transportation, over irregular 
routes, of: Games, toys, hobby and 
crajt articles, gym sets, wading pools, 
and children’s vehicles, from points in 
AR, IL, KY, MN, MS, MO, and TN to 
the facilities of Mutual Distributing 
Co., at Omaha, NE. By the instant pe- 
tition, petitioner seeks to modify the 
territorial descriptions in both certifi- 
cates to include the facilities of Acme 
Sales Co., at Des Moines, IA as desti- 
nation points. 


MC 129600 (Subs-15 and 26) (M1F) 
(notice of filing of petition to modify 
permits) filed July 27, 1978. Petitioner: 
POLAR TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
44, Hanover, MA 02339. Representa- 
tive: Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court 
Square, Boston, MA 02108. Petitioner 
holds motor contract carrier permits 
in MC 129600 (Subs-15 and 26) issued 
August 7, 1974 and December 29, 1977 
respectively. MC 129600 (Sub-15) au- 


thorizes transportation, over irregular- 


routes, of: Vegetable oil shortening, 
from Decatur, IN, to points in AL, CT, 
DE, GA, FL, IL, IA, KS, KY, ME, MD, 
MA, MN, MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, 
NC, ND, OH, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, VT, 
VA, WV, WI, and DC, under 
contract(s) with Central Soya, Cce., 
Inc., of Fort Wayne, IN. MC 129600 
(Sub-26) authorizes transportation, 
over irregular routes, of Eggs, poultry, 
such commodities as are dealt in by 
farm supply companies and such com- 
modities as are manufactured, sold, 
distributed or used by persons engaged 
in the manufacturing, processing or 
milling of grain and soybean products 
(except commodities in bulk and 
except commodities which because of 


size or weight require special equip-° 


ment) between Guntersville and Mont- 
gomery, AL, Jacksonville, FL, Athens, 
Canton and Tifton, GA, Chicago, East 
St. Louis, Gibson City, and Dundee, 
IL, Decatur, Indianapolis, Rushville 
and Portland, IN, Beimond, Des 
Moines, and Muscatine, IA, Abilene, 
KS, Clinton, Louisville and Park City, 
KY, Portland, MI, Jackson and Men- 
denhall, MS Hastings and Omaha, NE, 
Kansas City, Moberly, Salisbury, 
Springfield and St. Joseph, MO, 
Monroe, Robersonville and Wilson, 
NC, Bellevue, Delphos, Gallipolis, 
Marion and Ravenna, OH, Camp Hill 
and New Brighton, PA, Newberry and 
Orangeburg, SC, Chattanooga, Mem- 
phis and Nashville, TN, Fort Worth 
and Lockhart, TX, and Madison, WI, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, 
IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, 
MN, MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, NC, 
ND, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, 
VT, -VA, WV, WI, and DC, under 
contract(s) with Central Soya Co., Inc. 
of Fort Wayne, IN. By the instant pe- 
tition, petitioner seeks to modify the 
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above two permits by consolidating 
them into one permit to read: Eggs, 
poultry, such commodities as are dealt 
in by farm supply companies and such 
commodities as are manufactured, 
sold, distributed, or used by persons 
engaged in the manufacturing or pro- 
cessing or milling of grain and soybean 
products (except commodities in bulk 
and except commodities which be- 
cause of size or weight require special 
equipment) between points in the 
United States in and east of ND, SD, 
NE, KS, OK, and TX, under 
contract(s) with Central Soya Co., Inc. 
of Fort Wayne, IN. 


MC 130438 (M1F) (notice of filing of 
petition for modification of broker’s li- 
cense), filed August 4, 1978. Petitioner: 
DELORES P. LARSON, d.b.a. 
AMERICAN MOTOR CCACH 
TOURS, 16816 Lake Street, Minneton- 
ka, MN 55343. Representative: J. G. 
Dail, Jr., P.O. Box 567, McLean, VA 
22101. Petitioner holds a license No. 
MC 130438, issued May 11, 1978, au- 
thorizing petitioner to engage in oper- 
ations at Minnetonka, MN, as a broker 
of passengers and their baggage, in 
special and charter operations, be- 
tween points in the United States, in- 
cluding Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 
By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to substitute St. Paul, MN, for 
Minnetonka, MN, as the office loca- 
tion. 


MC 134599 (Sub-133) (M1F) (notice 
of filing petition to modify permit), 
filed June 15, 1978. Petitioner: INTER- 
STATE CONTRACT CARRIER 
CORP., P.O. Box 30303, Sait Lake 
City, UT 84125. Representative: Rich- 
ard A. Peterson, P.O. Box 81849, Lin- 
coln, NE 68501. Petitioner holds a 
motor contract carrier permit in MC 
134599 (Sub-133) issued May 24, 1978, 
authorizing transportation, over irreg- 
ular routes, of: Rubber compound, 
molded rubber products, carpet cush- 
ion, and materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture of rubber com- 
pound, molded rubber products, and 
carpet cushion (except commodities in 
bulk or those which because of size or 
weight require special equipment), be- 
tween Dyersburg, TN, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except AK, GA, HI, ID, 
NM, and VT), under a continuing 
contract(s) with Colonial Rubber 
Works, Inc., of Dyersburg, TN. By the 
instant petition, petitioner seeks to 
modify the above authority by substi- 
tuting Dayco Corp. of Dayton, OH as 
the contracting shipper in lieu of Colo- 
nial Rubber Works, Inc. of Dyersburg, 
TN. 


MC 135170 (Sub-12) (M1F) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify territorial 
description), filed June 14, 1978. Peti- 
tioner TRI-STATE ASSOCIATES, 
INC., P.O. Box 188, Federalsburg, MD 


21632. Representative: James C. Hard- 
man, 33 North LaSalle Street, Chica- 
go, IL 60602. By permit issued March 
7, 1978, Tri-State Associates, Inc. holds 
authority to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Containers, con- 
tainer closures and materials, equip- 
ment and supplies used in the manu- 
facture, sale and distribution of con- 
tainers and container closures (except 
commodities in bulk and those which 
because of size or weight require the 
use of special equipment) between Bal- 
timore, MD, Hillside and South Bruns- 
wick, NJ, and Chambersburg, Easton, 
Edison Township, Forks Township, Le- 
moyne, Morrisville, and Philadelphia, 
PA, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in DE, MD, NJ, NC, PA, 
VA, and WV. Restriction: The oper- 
ations authorized herein are limited to 
a transportation service to be per- 
formed, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with American Can Co. 
By the instant petition for modifica- 
tion of permit, petitioner requests that 
Edison, NJ be substituted in lieu of 
“Edison Township, PA” in the instant 
permit. 


MC 135973 (Sub-1) (M2F) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify permit), 
filed May 19, 1978. Petitioner: EXPE- 
DITED TRANSPORTATION CORP., 
5 Wood Avenue, Secaucus, NJ 07094. 
Representative: Madelyn C. Littman, 
235 East 42nd Street, New York, NY 
10017. Petitioner holds a motor con- 
tract carrier permit in MC 135973 
(Sub-1) issued July 16, 1975 authoriz- 
ing transportation, over irregular 
routes, of: Film, video tape, and sound 
tracks, between points in New York, 
NY, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Wilmington, DE, under a con- 
tinuing contract(s) with (1) Proctor 
and Gamble Co., of Cincinnati, OH, (2) 
Grey Advertising, Inc., of New York, 
NY, and (3) Doyle Dane Bernbach, 
Inc., of New York, NY. By the instant 
petition, petitioner seeks to modify 
the above authority by adding Col- 
gate-Palmolive Co. as an additional 
contracting shipper. 


MC 138866 (Sub-2) (M1F) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify permit), 
filed August 8, 1978. Petitioner: SES 
TRUCKING, INC., 720 # Argyle 
Avenue, Nashville, TN 37203. Repre- 
sentative: Roland M. Lowell, 618 
United American Bank Building, 
Nashville, TN 37219. MC 138866 (Sub- 
2) (notice of filing of petition for 
modification of permit), filed August 
8, 1978. Petitioner holds a motor con- 
tract carrier permit in MC 138866 
(Sub-2), issued March 22, 1977, autho- 
rizing transportation over irregular 
routes, of: Crushed limestone and as- 
phalt, from the facilities of Ralph 
Rogers and Co., Inc. located eight (8) 
miles west of Ewing, VA, on U.S. High- 
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way 58, to points in Bell, Knox, 
Laurel, Whitley, Clay, Jackson, 
Harlan, and Leslie Counties, KY; Clai- 
borne, Hancock, and Campbell Coun- 
ties, TN; and Lee County, VA. Restric- 
tion: The operations authorized above 
are limited to a transportation service 
to be performed, under 2 continung 
contract, or contracts, Ralph Rogers & 
Co., Inc., of Nashville, TN. Asphalt: 
From points in Knox County, KY, to 
points in Claiborne, Hancock, and 
Campbell Counties, TN, and Lee 
County, VA. Restriction: The oper- 
ations authorized next-above are limit- 
ed to a transportation service to be 
performed, under a continuing con- 
tract, or contracts, with Leonard 
Lawson & Son, East Division of Bowl- 
ing Green, KY. By the instant peti- 
tion, petitioner seeks to modify its 
permit by adding Mid-South Pavers, 
Inc. as an additional contracting ship- 
per with respect to the first portion of 
its permit authorizing transportation 
of crushed limestone and asphalt. 
(Hearing site: Nashville, TN.) 


MC 141450 (Sub-1) (MIF) (Correc- 
tion) (notice of filing of petition to 
modify territorial description), filed 
April 18, 1978, previously noticed in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of July 27, 
1978. Petitioner: OLIN WOOTEN, 
a.b.a. WOOTEN TRANSPORT CO., 
P.O. Box 731, Hazelhurst, GA 31539. 
Representative: Sol H. Proctor, 1101 
Blackstone Building,: Jacksonville, FL 
32202. Petitioner holds a motor con- 
tract carrier certificate in MC 141450 
(Sub-1), issued January 12, 1977, au- 
thorizing transportation over irregular 
reutes, of: (1) Tin cans, tin can parts, 
steel pails and drums, from Pis- 
cataway, NJ, to points in AL, FL, GA, 
LA, NC, OH, PA, SC and VA; and (2) 
Materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities de- 
scribed in (1) above, (except in bulk), 
from points in AL, Fl, GA, LA, NC, 
OH, PA, SC, and VA, to Piscataway, 
NJ, under a continuing contract, or 
contracts with Prospect Industries 
Corp. of Piscataway, NJ. By the in- 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to 
change the authority from  Pis- 
cataway, NJ to Somerville; NJ. 


Note.—The purpose of this correction is 
to indicate the correct spelling of Somer- 
ville. 


MC 142508 (Sub-4) (M1F) (notice of 
filing of petition to modify certificate), 
filed July 31, 1878. Petitioner: NA- 
TIONAL TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
_ P.O. Box 37465, Omaha, NE 68137. 
Representative: Joseph Winter, 33 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL 
60602. Petitioner holds a motor 
common carrier certificate in MC 
142508 (Sub-2) issued March 28, 1978, 
authorizing transportation, over irreg- 
ular routes, of (1) Fruit and berry 
products, and condiments (except 
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commodities in bulk), (a) from the fa- 
cilities utilized by Ocean Spray Cran- 
berries, Inc. at or near North Chicago, 
IL and Kenosha, WI to points in AL, 
AR, CO, GA, KS, MS, MO, NE, OK, 
LA, TN and TX, and (b) from the fa- 
cilities utilized by Ocean Spray Cran- 
berries, Inc. at or near Markham, WA 
to points in AZ, CA, NV, OR, UT and 
WY, (2) Foodstuffs and maierials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale or distribution of 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk 
in tank vehicies), between the facili- 
ties utilized by Ocean Spray Cranber- 
ries, Inc. at Chicago, IL, Bordentown, 
NJ, Middleboro, MA, North East, PA, 
Markham, WA and Kenosha, WI, and 
(3) Materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of fruit and berry prod- 
ucts (except empty containers, frozen 
commodities and commodities in 
bulk), from points in CA to the facili- 
ties utilized by Ocean Spray Cranber- 
ries, Inc. at Markham, WA, Restric- 
tion: The authority granted herein is 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
named origins and destined to the 
named destinations. By the instant pe- 
tition, petitioner seeks to modify the 
above authority by adding the facili- 
ties utilized by Ocean Spray Cranber- 
ries, Inc. at Yuba City, CA and Mont- 
gomery, AL as service points in part 
(2) of the certificate so that part (2) of 
the certificate will authorize the fol- 
lowing: (2) Foodstuffs and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale or distribution of 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk 
in tank vehicles), between the facili- 
ties utilized by Ocean Spray Cranber- 
ries, Inc. at Montgomery, AL, Yuba 
City, CA, Chicago, IL, Middleboro, 
MA, Bordentown, NJ, North East, PA, 
Markham, WA and Kenosha, WI. Re- 
striction: The authority granted 
herein is restricted to traffic originat- 
ing at the named origins and destined 
to the named destinations. 


MC 143406 (MIF) (notice of filing of 
petition to modify permit), filed 
August 2, 1978. Petitioner: MICHEL 
PROPERTIES, INC., Stenersen Lane, 
Cockeysville, MD 21030. Represenia- 
tive: Walter Evans, 74061 Wisconsin 
Avenue, Washington, DC 20014. Peti- 
tioner holds a motor contract carrier 
authority in MC 143406, issued June 
30, 1978, authorizing transportation 
over irregular routes of: Such mer- 
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale, 
retail and chain grocery and food busi- 
ness houses, and equipment, materials, 
and supplies used in the conduct of 
such businesses (except frozen foods 
and commodities in bulk), between 
Cockeysville and Timonium, MD, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in DE, NJ, NC, PA, and VA. 
Under a continuing contract or con- 
tracts with Michel Warehousing Corp., 
of Cockeysvilie, MD. By the instant 
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petition, petitioner seeks to modify 
the radial portion of the territorial de- 
scription by adding points in MD and 
Be. 


Motor CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CarR- 
RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER OPER- 
ATING RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by special rule 247 of the Com- 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, §1100.247). These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to 
the granting of an application must be 
filed with the Commission within 30 
days after the date of notice of filing 
of the application is published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. Failure to season- 
ably file a protest will be construed as 
@ waiver of opposition and participa- 
tion in the proceeding. A protest 
under these rules should comply with 
section 247(e)(3) of the rules of prac- 
tice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it 
is made, contain a detailed statement 
of protestant’s interest in the proceed- 
ing (including a copy of the specific 
portions of its authority which protes- 
tant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de- 
scribing in detail and method—wheth- 
er by joinder, interline, or other 
means—by which protestant would use 
a such authority to provide all or part 
of the service proposed), and shall 


’ specify with particularity the facts, 


matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally, protests not in rea- 
sonable compliance with the require- 
ments of the rules may be rejected. 
The original and one copy of the pro- 
test shall be filed with the Commis- 
sion, and a copy shall be served con- 
currently upon applicant’s representa- 
tive, or applicant if no representative 
is named. All pleadings and documents 
must clearly specify the “F” suffix 
where the docket is so identified in 
this notice. If the protests includes a 
request for oral hearing, such requests 
shall meet the requirements of section 
247(e)(4) of the special rules, and shall 
include the certification required 
therein. 

Section 247(f) further provides, in 
part, that an applicant who does not 
intend timely to prosecute its applica- 
tion shall promptly request dismissal 
thereof, and that failure to prosecute 
an application under procedures or- 
dered by the Commission will result in 
dismissal of the application. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission decision which will be 
served on each party of record. Broad- 
ing amendments will not be accepted 
after the date of this publication 
except for good cause shown, and re- 
strictive amendments will not be en- 
tertained following publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER Of a notice that the 
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proceeding has been assigned for oral 
hearing. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 

MC 14138 (Sub-7F), filed April 3, 
1978, and previously published in the 
FeprRAL REGISTER issue of July 20, 
1978, and republished this issue. Appli- 
cant: HEAVY TRANSPORT, INC., 
6142 Paramount Boulevard, Long 
Beach, CA 90805. Representative: Wil- 
liam P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 North Wash- 
ington Boulevard, P.O. Box 1240, Ar- 
lington, VA 22210. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting III: (1) Gypsum board and ac- 
cessories therefor (except commodities 
in bulk), from the facilities of the Ce- 
lotex Corp., at or near Hamlin, TX, to 
points in CA; and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture, dis- 
tribution, or installation of commod- 
ities named in (1) above, from points 
in CA, to the facilities of the Celotex 
Corp., at or near Hamlin, TX, restrict- 
ed to the transportation of shipments 
originating at or destined to points 
named in part III above. (Hearing site: 
Los Angeles, CA.) 


Note.—This republication is to indicate 
that the above restriction applies only to 
part III of the application. 


MC 95540 (Sub-1004F), filed March 
20, 1978, and previously published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of May 11, 
1978 and June 29, 1978, and repub- 
lished this issue. Applicant: WAT- 
KINS MOTOR LINES, INC., 1144 
West Griffin Road, P.O. Box 1636, 
Lakeland, FL 33802. Representative; 
Benjy W. Fincher (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods (except in bulk), from (1) 
the facilities utilized by Terminal Ice 
and Cold Storage Company, located at 
or near Plover, WI; and (2) the faci- 
lites utilized by Ore-Ida Foods, Inc., lo- 
cated at or near Plover, WI, to points 
in AL, AR, FL, GA, LA, MS, NC, SC, 
TN, and TX. (Hearing site: San Fran- 
cisco, CA, or Washington, DC.) 


Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to name the origin of Plover, WI, to indi- 
cate the sub number as 1004F in lieu of 
100F. Common control may be involved. 


MC 112822 (Sub-460F), filed July 31, 
1978. Applicant: BRAY LINES INC., 
1401 North Little Street, Cushing, OK 
74023. Representative: Dudley G. 
Sherrill (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Bentonite clay and lignite coal, (A) 
from points in Phillips County, MT, 
and Crook County, WY, to points in 
CA, OK, TX, LA, WA, WI, MN, and 
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IL; and (B) from points in Butte 
County, SD; Weston and Big Horn 
Counties, WY; and Bowman County, 
ND, to points in CA, OK, TX, and LA, 
restricted in (A) and (B) above to traf- 
fic originating at the facilities of 
American Colloid Co. Common control 
may be involved. Hearing: October 10, 
1978 (4 days), at 9:30 a.m. local time, 
at Denver, CO, in a hearing room loca- 
tion to be later designated. 


MC 119176 (Sub-20F), filed March 
31, 1978, and previously published in 


‘the FEepERAL REGISTER issue of July 6, 


1978, and republished this issue. Appli- 
cant: THE SQUAW TRANSIT CO., a 
corporation, P.O. Box 9368, Tulsa, OK 
74107. Representative: Clayte Binion, 
1108 Continental Life Building, Fort 
Worth, TX 76102. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Bentonite clay and lignite 
coal (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in Crook County, WY, and 
those in Phillips County, MT, to 
points in the United States (except 
AK and HI); and (2) bentonite clay 
(except in bulk), and lignite coal, from 
points in Big Horn County, WY, and 
lignite coal, from points in Bowman 
County, ND, to points in OK, LA, TX, 
NM, AZ, and CA, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the facilities of American Colloid Co. 
(Hearing: October 10, 1978 (4 days), at 
9:30 a.m. local time, at Denver, CO, in 
a hearing room location to be later 
designated.) 


Notre.—This republication is to broaden 
the destination points and add additional 
hearing information. 


MC 125951 (Sub-28F), filed April 4, 
1978, and previously published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 8, 
1978, and republished this issue. Appli- 
cant: SILVEY REFRIGERATED 
CARRIERS, INC., 7000 West Center 
Road, Suite 325, Omaha, NE 68106. 
Representative: Robert M. Cimino 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products and meat buproducis, and ar- 
ticles distributed in meat packingh- 
ouses, as described in sections A and C 
of appendix I to the report in Descrip- 
tion in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
MCC 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facili- 
ties of Spencer Foods, Inc., at or near 
Schuyler and Fremont, NE, to points 
in NY, NJ, PA, MA, and MD. 


Note.—This republication is to indicate 
the addition of “‘meat products” to the com- 
modity description. Applicant holds con- 
tract carrier authority in MC 135033, there- 
fore dual operations may be involved. (Hear- 
ing site: Omaha, NE.) 


MC 138732 (Sub-16F), filed August 
17, 1978. Applicant: OSTERKAMP 


TRUCKING, INC., 764 North Cypress 
Street, Box 5546, Orange, CA 92667. 
Representative: Steven K. Kuhlmann, 
P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Bentonite clay and lignite coal, from 
points in Phillips County, MT and 
Crook and Big Horn Counties, WY, to 
points in AZ, CA, CO, NV, NM, OK, 
TX, and UT; and (2) lignite coal, from 
points in Bowman County, ND, to 
points in AZ, CA, CO, NV, NM, OK, 
TX, and UT, restricted in (1) and (2) 
above to traffic originating at the fa- 
cilities of American Colloid Co. (Hear- 
ing: October 10, 1978 (4 days), at 9:30 
a.m. local time, at Denver, CO, in a 
hearing room location to be later des- 
ignated.) 


Note.—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 133928 and subs thereun- 
der, dual operations may be _ involved. 
Common control may also be involved. 


MC 139482 (Sub-35F), filed February 
13, 1978, and previously published in 
the FEepERAL REGISTER issues of March 
30, 1978, May 11, 1978, and May 18, 
1978. Applicant: NEW ULM 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 347, 
New Ulm, MN 56073. Representative: 
James E. Ballenthin, 630 Osborn 
Building, St. Paul, MN 55102. Authori- 
ty sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Foodstuffs 
(except commodities in bulk), in vehi- 
cles equipped with mechanical refrig- 
eration, from the facilities of Terminal 
Ice & Cold Storage Co., at or near Bet- 
tendorf, IA, to points in CT, DE, IL, 
IN, IA, KY, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, 
MO, NH, NJ, NY, NC, OH, PA, RI, SC, 
TN, VT, VA, WV, WI, and DC; and (2) 
returned, rejected, and refused food- 
stuffs (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in the destination States 
named in (1) above, to the facilities of 
Terminal Ice & Cold Storage Co., at or 
near Bettendorf, IA. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to amend applicant’s destination points. 


MC 140273 (Sub-F), filed August 16, 
1978. Applicant: BUESING BROS 
TRUCKING, INC., North 520 Tama- 
rack Avenue, Long Lake, MN 55356. 
Representative: Val M. Higgins, 1000 
First National Bank Building, Minne- 
apolis, MN 55402. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Lignite coal and bentonite 
clay, from the facilities of American 
Coiloid Co., at points in Phillips 
County, MT, and Crook County, WY, 
to points in MT, WY, CO, KS, NE, SD, 
ND, MN, IA, MO, KY, IL, IN, OH, and 
MI. (Hearing: October 10, 1978 (4 
days), at 9:30 a.m. local time, at 
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Denver, CO, in a hearing room loca- 
tion to be later designated. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


The following applications seek ap- 
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge, 
lease operating rights and properties, 
or acquire control through ownership 
of stock, of rail carriers or motor carri- 
ers pursuant to sections 5(2) or 210a(b) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act. 

An original and two copies of pro- 
tests against the granting of the re- 
quested authority must be filed with 
the Commission within 30 days after 
the date of this FEDERAL REGISTER 
notice. Such protest shall comply with 
special rules 240(c) or 240(d) of the 
Commission’s General Rules of Prac- 
tice (49 CFR 1100.240) and shall in- 
clude a concise statement of protes- 
tant’s interest in the proceeding. A 
copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s repre- 
sentative, or applicant, if no represent- 
ative is named. 


MC-F-13702F. Authority sought for 
purchase by MISSOURI TRANSIT 
LINES, INC., 104 North Clark Street, 
Moberly, MO 65270, of a portion of 
the operating rights of Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., Greyhound ‘Tower, Phoe- 
nix, AZ 85077, and for acquistion by 
Dorthy Koch, 550 Keo Way, Moines, 
IA 50309, of control of such rights 
through the transaction. Representa- 
tive: Elvin S. Douglas, Jr., Professional 
Building, P.O. Box 280, Harrisville, 
MO 64701, and Anthony P. Carr, 
Greyhound Tower, Phoenix, AZ 85077. 
Operating rights sought to be pur- 
chased: Passengers and their baggage, 
express and newspapers, in the same 
‘ vehicle with passengers, as a common 
carrier, over regular routes (a) be- 
tween Prairie City, IA, and Ottumwa 
ITA, over IA Hwy 163 and U.S. Hwy 63 
and (b) between Buckner, MO, and 
Booneville, MO, over U.S. Hwy 24, 
U.S. Hwy 65, MO Hwy 41, and USS. 
Hwy 40. Service is authorized to and 
from all intermediate points on the 
above-described routes. Vendee is au- 
thorized to operate pursuant to certifi- 
cate MC 36524 as a common carrier of 
passengers in States of MO and IA. 
Application has not been filed for tem- 
porary authority under _ section 
210a(b). 


Note.—MC 1515 (Sub-251F), is a directly 
related matter. MC 36524 (Sub-17P), is a di- 
rectly related matter. 


MC-F-13714F. Authority sought for 
the KAPLAN TRUCKING CO., 2900 
Chester Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio 
44114, to control Dan’s Transit, Inc., 
239 Woodmont Road, Milford, CT 
06460, and also for acquisition by The 
Kaplan-Halpert Foundation, Inc. of 
control through the transaction. At- 
torney: A. Charles Tell, Suite 1800, 100 
East Broad Street, Columbus, OH 
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43215. Operating rights sought to be 
controlled: (1) Commodities, the trans- 
portation of which because of size or 
weight requires the use of special 
equipment, and related machinery 
parts and related contractors’ materi- 
als and supplies, when their transpor- 
tation is incidental to the transporta- 
tion by carrier of commodities which 
by reason of size or weight require spe- 
cial equipment, as a common carrier, 
over irreguiar routes, between points 
in that part of CT west of the Con- 
necticut River, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in VT, NH, MA, 
RI, NY, NJ, and PA. (2) Scrap brass, 
bronze, copper, and cupro-nickel, 
loose, in bulk, between Bridgeport, CT, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
New York, NY, points in Hudson, 
Bergen, Passaic, Essex, and Union 
Counties, NJ, points in that part of 
Middlesex County, NJ, north of the 
Raritan River, and points in West- 
chester, Rockland, Nassau, and Suf- 
folk Counties, NY. (3) Iron and steel 
angles, banding, bars, billets, channels, 
circles, discs, pipe, rails, rods, roof and 
floor decking, stripping, strapping, 
studding, tubing, and wire in coils, be- 
tween points in that part of CT west 
of the Connecticut River on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in VT, 
NH, MA, RI, NY, NJ, and PA. Vendee 


is authorized to operate over regular. 


and irregular routes in MC 2304 in the 
States of CT, DE, IL, IN, KY, MD, 
MA, MI, MO, NJ, NY, OH, PA, RI, 
TN, and WV. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 


MC-F-13718F. Authority sought for 
control by the Standard Slag Co., 1200 
Stambaugh Building, Youngstown, 
OH 44501, of Tajon Transport, Inc., 
1149 East Fifth Street, P.O. Box 41, 
Ashtabula, OH 44404, through owner- 
ship of stock. Attorney: Paul F. Beery, 
Beery & Spuflock Co., L.P.A., 275 East 
State Street, Columbus, OH 43215. Au- 
thority to be controlled: Commodities 
usually transported in bulk, in dump 
trucks, as a common carrier over irreg- 
ular routes, between Ashtabula 
County, OH, on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in OH. Vendee is a 
noncarrier. Its subsidiary, the Ports- 
mouth Trucking Co., operates as a 
contract carrier under MC 135917 
transporting commodities in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, between points in WV, 
KY, and OH. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). (Hearing site: Colum- 
bus, OH.) ; 


NotTe.—MC 121289 (Sub-27F), is a directly 
related matter. 


MC-F-13721F. Authority sought for 
purchase by OSTERKAMP TRUCK- 
ING, INC., 764 North Cypress, 
Orange, CA $2667, of the operating 
rights of La Cresta, Inc., d.b.a. Califor- 
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nia Bulk Express, 12912 Camino Del 
Valle, Poway, CA 92064, and for acaqui- 
sition by Anthony H. Osterkamp, ZJr., 
764 North Cypress, Orange, CA 92667, 
of control of such rights through the 
transaction. Attorney: Scott E. Daniel, 
P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Operating rights sought to be trans- 
ferred: Sand, as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, from Oceanside, 
CA, to points in AZ and NV, with no 
transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized; 
and, volcanic ash, clay, calcium car- 
bonate, bentonite, saponite, and hec- 
torite, from the facilities of Industrial 
Mineral Ventures, Inc., near Lathrop 
Wells, NV, to points in CO, NM, ND, 
OK, TX, and UT, with no transporta- 
tion for compensation on return 
except as otherwise authorized. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a 
contract carrier in CA, AZ, ID, NV, 
NM, OR, UT, WA, MT, WY, ND, SD, 
CO, and IL. Vendee is also authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in CA, 
AZsCO, NV, NM, TX, UT, CO, and ID. 
Application has been filed for tempo- 
rary authority under section 210a(b). 


MC-F-13722F. Authority sought for 
purchase by SCHANNO TRANSPOR- 
TATION INC., 5 West Mendota Road, 
West St. Paul, MN 55118, of a portion 
of the operating rights of Davis & 
Randall Inc., 42 Central Avenue, Fre- 
donia, NY 14063, of control of such 
rights through purchase. Representa- 
tive: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, 
West St. Paul, MN 55118. Operating 
rights sought to be purchased: Mali 
beverages and advertising materials 
related thereto when moving there- 
with, as a common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, from New York, NY, and 
Hoboken, NJ, to points in WI and MN, 
with no transportation for compensa- 
tion on return except as otherwise au- 
thorized. Malt beverages (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, from 
New York, NY, to Louisville, KY, and 
points in IL, IN, MI, MO, and OH, 
with no transportation for compensa- 
tion on return except as otherwise au- 
thorized. Advertising materials, when 
moving in mixed loads with malt bev- 
erages, from Newark, NJ, to Louisville, 
KY, and points in MO and O8, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 
From New York, NY, to Lousiville, 
KY, and points in MO and OH with no 
transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 
Malt beverages and advertising mate- 
rials, as a common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, from Belleville, IL, to 
points in MO, IA, and WI, with no 
transportation for compensation on 
return except as otherwise authorized. 
Malt beverages and advertising mate- 
rials, as a common carrier, over irregu- 
lar routes, from Newark, NJ, to points 
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in TN, with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return except as other- 
wise authorized. Transferee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
all the States in the United States 
(except AK, HI). Application for tem- 
porary authority has not been filed. 


- MC-F-13723F. Authority sought for 
control by DENVER-MIDWEST 
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 5555 East 
58th Avenue, Commerce City, CO, of 
the operating rights of Load & Go 
Truck Line, 420 South Third Avenue, 
Phoenix, AZ, through the purchase of 
its stock and merger, and for control 
by General Industries, Inc., and 
Howard E. Holdcroft. Representative: 
Earl H. Scudder, Jr., P.O. Box 82028, 
500 The Atrium, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Operating rights sought to be con- 
trolled and merged: General commod- 
ities, between Phoenix, AZ, and Grand 
Junction, CO, serving the intermedi- 
ate points of Delta and Montrose, CO. 
Transferee is authorized to operate in 
IN, IL, IA, MN, NE, SD, KS, MO, and 
CO. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 


MC-F-13728F. Authority sought for 
purchase by DART TRANSIT CoO., 
2102 University Avenue, St. Paul, MN 
55114, of the operating rights of Fleet- 
line, Inc., 1984 Oakdale Avenue, West 
St. Paul, MN 55118, and for acquistion 
by Donald G. Oren, 3105 Sandy Hook 
Drive, St. Paul, MN 55113, and Diane 
O. Koughan, 21 Peninsula Road, St. 
Paul, MN 55100, of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Attor- 
ney: James C. Hardman, Suite 2108, 33 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL 
60602. Operating rights sought to be 
purchased: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment) which are at the 
time moving on bills of lading of 
freight forwarders, as a common carri- 
er, over irregular routes, from Chica- 
go, IL, to Minneapolis, MN. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in all points in the United 
States except AK and HI as more spe- 
cifically described in MC 114457 and 
sub numbers thereto. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority 
under section.210(a)(b). (Hearing site: 
St. Paul, MN, or Chicago, IL.) 


MC-F-13729F. Authority sought for 
purchase by Johnston’s Fuel Liners, 
Inc., P.O. Box 100, Newcastle, WY 
82701, of a portion of the operating 
rights of Becker Corp., P.O. Box 1050, 
El Dorado, KS 67042, and for acquisi- 
tion by Eldon Johnston, Route 2, 
Wheatland, WY 82201, and C. Wilson 
Burnette, Box 100, Newcastle, WY 
82701, of control. of such rights 
through the purchase. Attorneys: T. 
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M. Brown, 223 Ciudad Building, Okla- 
homa City, OK 73112, and Truman A. 
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant St. 
Building, Denver, CO 80203. Operating 
rights sought to be purchased: (a) Pe- 
troleum products, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from the site of a pipeline ter- 
minal at or near Geneva, NE to points 
in that part of SD on and west of U.S. 
Hwy 83; (b) anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant- 
site of Consumers Cooperative Associ- 
ation near Hastings, NE, to points in 
SD on and west of U.S. Hwy 83; (c) lia- 
uefied petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from the site of the pipeline 
terminal of Northern Gas Producis 
Co. at or near Plattsmouth, NE to 
points in SD on and west of U.S. Hwy 
83; (d) anhydrous ammonia and fertil- 
izer solutions, in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles, from the plantsite of Phillips Pe- 
troleum Co. plant at or near Hoag, NE, 
to. points in that part of SD on and 
west of U.S. Hwy 83; and (e) liquid 
feed ingredients and liquid feed sup- 
plements, in tank vehicles, from the 
plantsite of Feed Commodities, Inc., at 
or near Fremont, NE, to points in that 
part of SD on and west of U.S. Hwy 
83. The operating rights involved do 
not duplicate any authority of vendee. 
Vendee does not request authority to 
tack this authority with its existing 
authority. Vendee is authorized to 
transport similar commodities in AZ, 
CO, ID, KS, MT, NE, NM, ND, OK, 
SD, TX, UT, and WY. In addition 
vendee has authority to transport un- 
related commodities in FL, IL, ME, 
MD, MA, MN, NJ, NY, OR, PA, RI, 
VT, WI, and DC. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority. 
(Hearing site: Denver, CO.) 


OPERATING RIGHTS APPLICATION(S) Dr- 
RECTLY RELATED TO FINANCE PROCEED- 
INGS 


The following operating rights 
application(s) are filed in connection 
with pending finance applications 
under section 5(2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, or seek tacking and/or 
gateway elimination in connection 
with transfer applications under sec- 
tion 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act. 

An original and two copies of pro- 
tests to the granting of the authorities 
must be filed with the Commission 


' within 30 days after the date of this 


FEDERAL REGISTER notice. Such pro- 
tests shall comply with special rule 
247(e) of the Commission’s General 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.247) 
and include a concise statement of 
protestant’s interest in the proceeding 
and copies of its conflicting authori- 
ties. Verified statements in opposition 
should not be tendered at this time. A 
copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s repre- 


sentative or applicant if no representa- 
tive is named. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 


MC 1515 (Sub-251F), filed August 7, 
1978. Applicant: GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC., Greyhound Tower, 
Phoenix, AZ 85077. Representative: A. 
P. Carr (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle over 
regular routes, transporting: Passen- 
gers and their baggage and express and 
newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between junction U.S. 
Hwy 41 and U.S. Hwy 40 (also desig- 
nated Interstate Hwy 70) and Boone- 
ville, MO, serving no intermediate 
points: from junction U.S. Hwy 41 and 
Interstate Hwy 70 over Interstate Hwy 
70 to junction Interstate Hwy 70 and 
U.S. Hwy 40, then over U.S. Hwy 40 to 
Booneville, MO, and return over the 
same route. (Hearing site: St. Louis, 
MO.) 


Note.—The purpose of this application is 
to enable applicant to continue to provide 
service between Kansas City and St. Louis, 
MO. This application is directly related to 
MC-F-13702F, published in the previous 
section of this FEDERAL REGISTER issue. 


MC 8973 (Sub-52F) (correction), 
filed July 17, 1978 previously noticed 
in the FrpERAL REGISTER issue of 
August 10, 1978. Applicant: METRO- 
POLITAN TRUCKING, INC., 2424 
95th Avenue, North Bergen, NJ 07047. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 
805 McLachlen Bank Building, 666 
llth Street NW., Washington, DC 
20001. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Plastic articles, and materials, equip- 
ment, and supplies used in the manu- 
facture or distribution of plastic arti- 
cles (except commodities in bulk), be- 
tween points in CT, NJ, and those in 
NY located on or east of U.S. Hwy 11, 
and on or south of U.S. Hwy 20, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
(2) aluminum articles, aluminum 
products, building materials, and ma- 
terials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture, sale, processing, 
distribution, and installation of the 
commodities listed in (62) above 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
NY, NY, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), (3) chemicals and 
coal tar products, in containers, be- 
tween points in Bergen, Middlesex, 
and Morris Counties, NJ, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in CT, 
and NJ and those in NY on or east of 
U.S. Hwy 11 and on or south of USS. 
Hwy 20, (4) such building materials 
and materials, equipment, and sup- 
plies used in the manufacture, sale, 
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processing, distribution or installation 
of building materials, as are chemicais 
or coal tar products, in containers, be- 
tween points in CT, NJ, and those 
points in NY located on or east of U.S. 
Hwy 11 and on or south of U.S. Hwy 
20, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
AK and HI), (5) such asphalt, compo- 
sition roofing products, urethane and 
urethane products, are chemicals or 
coal tar products, in containers, from 
points in CT, NJ, and those points in 
NY on or east of U.S. Hwy 11 and on 
or south of U.S. Hwy 20, to points in 
AL, AR, IL, IN, KY, LA, MI, MS, OH, 
TN, AND WV, and (6) resins, from 
points in CT and NJ and those points 
in NY on or east of U.S. Hwy 11 and 
on or south of U.S. Hwy 20 to points in 
OH, VA, MD, DE, PA, NJ, NY, MA, 
CT, ME, RI, NH, VT, and DC, restrict- 
ed in (6) above to the transportation 
of shipments having a prior movement 
by water and destined to the points 
named above. (Hearing site: New York, 
NY). 


Note.—This application is directly related 
to finance proceeding MC-F-13640F, pub- 
lished in a previous section of this FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue. Through the present filing, 
applicant seeks to eliminate gateways re- 
sulting from the finance transaction as fol- 
lows: (1) Woodbridge or Ridgefield, NJ; (2) 
Woodbridge, NJ; (3) New York, NY; (4) 
Woodbridge, NJ; (5) Bergen County, NJ; 
and (6) New York, NY. The purpose of this 
correction is to indicate the correct authori- 


_ ty as sought. 


MC 36524 (Sub-17F) filed August 7, 
1978. Applicant: MISSOURI TRAN- 
SIT LINES, INC., 104 North Clark 
Street, Moberly, MO 65270. Repre- 
sentative: Elvin S. Dougias, Jr., Profes- 
sional Building, P.O. Box 280, Harri- 
sonville, MO 64701. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their 
baggage and express and newspapers, 
in the same vehicle with passengers, 
(1) between Kansas City and Buckner, 
MO, serving all intermediate points: 
From Kansas City over U.S. Hwy 24 to 
Buckner, and return over the same 
route, (2) between Prairie City and 
Des Moines, IA, serving all intermedi- 
ate points: From Prairie City over IA 
Hwy 163 to Des Moines, and return 
over the same route. (Hearing site: 
Kansas City, MO, and Des Moines, 
IA). 


Note.—The purpose of this application is 
to enable applicant to provide service (1) be- 
tween Boonville and Kansas City, MO, and 
(2) between Ottumwa and Des Moines, IA 
by connecting the authority requested 
above and the authority sought to be pur- 
chased in MC-F-13702F. 


MC 57393 (Sub-7F) (partial correc- 
tion), filed July 14, 1978, previously 
noticed in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue 
of August 31, 1978. Applicant: WIN- 
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TERS TRUCK LINES, INC., 2620 
McCormick Street, Wichita, KS 67202. 
Representative: Charles J. Kimball, 
350 Capitol Life Center, 1600 Sherman 
Street, Denver, CO 80203. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrvi- 
er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: (A) General com- 
modities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live- 
stock, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment) (5) From the junction of 
old KS Hwy 42 and new KS Hwy 42 at 
a point located at or near Milton, then 
over new KS Hwy 42 to the junction 
of old KS Hwy 42 at or near Viola, and 
return over the same route, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only. 
(Hearing site: Wichita, KS.) 


Note.—The purpose of this partial correc- 
tion is to indicate the correct authority 
sought. The purpose of this application is to 
convert a certificate of registration to a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and necessity, 
and is directly related matter to MC-F- 
13670F published in a previous section of 
this FEDERAL REGISTER issue. 


MC 68100 (Sub-22F) (partial correc- 
tion) filed July 18, 1978, previously no- 
ticed in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of 
August 10, 1978. Applicant: D. P. 
BONHAM TRANSFER, INC., 318 
South Adeline, P.O. Drawer G, Bar- 
tlesville, OK 74003. Representative: 
John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison Street, 
Topeka, KS 66603. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Machinery, equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in, or in 
connection with, the discovery, devel- 
opment, production, refining, manu- 
facture, processing, storage, transmis- 
sion, and distribution of natural gas 
and petroleum, and their products and 
by-products; and Machinery, materi- 
als, equipment and supplies used in or 
in connection with, the construction, 
operation, repair, servicing, mainte- 
nance, and dismantling of pipe line, in- 
cluding the stringing and picking up 
thereof (except in connection with 
main pipe lines) (g) Between those 
points in OK on and north of a line 
beginning at the OK-AR State line on 
U.S. Hwy 62, west on U.S. Hwy 62 to 
U.S. Hwy 75, south on U.S. Hwy 75 to 
Interstate Hwy 40, west on Interstate 
Hwy 40 to U.S. Hwy 75, south on U.S. 
Hwy 75 to OK Hwy 9, west on OK 
Hwy 9 to the OK-TX State line, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in MS on and south of a line be- 
ginning at the MS-AL State line at the 
TN border, west along the MS-TN 
State line to U.S. Hwy 45, south on 
U.S. Hwy 45 to MS Hwy 30, west on 
MS Hwy 30 to MS Hwy 6, west on MS 
Hwy 6 to MS Hwy 322, and continuing 
west on MS Hwy 322 to the AR-MS 
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State line. (Gateway to be eliminated: 
Tulsa, OK and points within 5 miles of 
Tulsa). (k) between points in Quary, 
Curry, Roosevelt, and Lea Counties, 
NM, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CO on and north of a 
line beginning at the CO-KS State 
line on U.S. Hwy 36, west on U.S. Hwy 
36 to CO Hwy 71, south on CO Hwy 71 
to Interstate Hwy 70, west on Inter- 
state Hwy 70 to CO Hwy 86, continu- 
ing west on CO Hwy 86 to CO Hwy 67, 
continuing west on CO Hwy 67 to US. 
Hwy 285, southwest on U.S. Hwy 285 
to CO Hwy 9, north on CO Hwy 9 to 
Interstate Hwy 70 and west on Inter- 
state Hwy 70 to the CO-UT State line. 
(Gateways to be eliminated: Angeles, 
TX; Bronco, TX; El Paso, TX; Farwell, 
TX, and Glenrio, TX). (Hearing site: 
Tulsa or Oklahoma City, OK.) 

Note.—The purpose of this partial correc- 
tion is to indicate the correct authority 
sought. The purpose of this application is to 
eliminate the gateways as above and is di- 
rectly related to an application under sec- 
tion 5 of the Act in D. P. Bonham Transfer, 
Inc.—Control and Merger—Grever Trucking 
Co., Inc. docketed MC-F-13673F. 

MC 19550 (Sub-5F) (correction) filed 
June 30, 1978, previously noticed in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of August 
10, 1978. Applicant: THE OBSERVER 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corpora- 
tion, Post Office Box 1123, Charlotte, 
NC 28201. Representative: Warren A. 
Goff, 2008 Clark Tower, 5100 Poplar 
Avenue, Memphis, TN 38137. Authori- 
ty is sought to operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, in interstate 
commerce, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Motion picture fiims, ma- 
terials, supplies and equipment used 
or useful in a motion picture theatre, 
newspapers, magazines, periodicals 
and other publications, (a) Between 
points in Berkeley, Charleston, Clar- 
endon, Dorchester, Florence, Sumter, 
and Williamsburg Counties, SC, and 
that part of Orangeburg County, SC, 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Santee River and extending along U.S. 
Hwy 15 to junction U.S. Hwy 176, and 
then along U.S. Hwy 176 to the Oran- 
geburg-Berkeley County line. (b) Be- 
tween Charlotte, NC, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Berkeley, 
Charleston, Clarendon, Dorchester, 
Florence, Sumter, and Williamsburg 
Counties, SC and that part of Orange- 
burg County, SC, on and east of a line 
beginning at the Santee River and ex- 
tending along U.S. Hwy 15 to junction 

#U.S. Hwy 176, and then along U.S. 
Hwy 176 to the Orangeburg-Berkeley 
County line. (2) General commodities, 
except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com- 
modities in bulk, commodities requir- 
ing special equipment, in packages not 
to exceed 250 pounds in weight. Be- 
tween points in Berkeley, Charleston, 
Clarendon, Dorchester, Florence, 
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Sumter, and Williamsburg Counties, 
SC, and that part of Orangeburg 
County, SC, on and east of a line be- 
ginning at the Santee River and ex- 
tending along U.S. Hwy 15 to junction 
U.S. Hwy 176, and then along USS. 
Hwy 176 to the Orangeburg-Berkeley 
County line. Between Charlotte, N.C., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Berkeley, Charleston, Ciar- 
endon, Dorchester, Florence, Sumter, 
and Williamsburg Counties, SC, and 
that part of Orangeburg County, SC, 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Santee River and extending along U.S. 
Hwy 15 to junction U.S. Hwy 176 and 
then along U.S. Hwy 176 to the Oran- 
geburg-Berkeley County line. (Hearing 
-site: Charlotte, NC.) 

Note:—This application is directly related 
to finance Docket No. MC-F-13636F pub- 
lished in a previous section of this FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue. 

The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Florence, SC. 

The purpose of this correction is to indi- 
cate the correct authority sought. 

MC 110689 (Sub-9F) (partial correc- 
tion), filed April 26, 1978, previously 
noticed in the FEDERAL REGISTER issues 
of July 20, 1978, and August 17, 1978. 
Applicant: AIRWAY TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, 1605 Chapin Road, 
Montebello, CA 90022. Representative: 
Fred H. Mackensen, 9454 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Suite 400, Beverly Hills, 
CA 90212. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
those requiring special equipment, and 
motor vehicies), between all points 
within the following described areas: 
1. Beginning at the point the Ventura 
County-Los Angeles County boundary 
line intersects the Pacific Ocean; then 
northeasterly along said county line to 
the point it intersects CA Hwy 118, ap- 
proximately 2 miles west of Chats- 
worth; easterly along CA Hwy 118 to 
Sepulveda Boulevard, northerly along 
Sepulveda Boulevard to Chatsworth 
Drive; northeasterly along Chatsworth 
Drive to the corporate boundary of 
the city of San Fernando; westerly and 
northeriy along said corporate bound- 
ary of the city of San Fernando to 
Maclay Avenue; northeasterly along 
Maclay Avenue and its prolongation to 
the Angeles National Forest boundary; 
southeasterly and easterly along the 
the Angeles National Forest and San 
Bernardino National Forest boundary 
to Mill Creek Road (CA Hwy 38); west- 
erly along Mill Creek Road to Bryant 
Street; southerly along Bryant Street 
to and including the unincorporated 
community of Yucaipa; westerly along 
Yucaipa Boulevard to Interstate Hwy 
10; northwesterly along Interstate 
Hwy 10 to Redlands Boulevard; north- 
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westerly along Redlands Boulevard to 
Barton Road; westerly along Barton 
Road to La Cadena Drive; southerly 
along La Cadena Drive to Iowa 
Avenue; southerly along Iowa Avenue 
to CA Hwy 60; southeasterly along CA 
Hwy 60 and U.S. Hwy 395 to Nuevo 
Road; easterly along Nuevo Road via 
Nuevo and Lakeview to CA Hwy 79; 
southerly along CA Hwy 79 to CA Hwy 
74; then westerly to the corporate 
boundary of the city of Hemet; south- 
erly, westerly, and northerly along 
said corporate boundary to the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe right-of-way; 
southerly along said right-of-way to 
Washington Road; southerly along 
Washington Road through and includ- 
ing the unincorporated community of 
Winchester to Benton Road; westerly 
along Benton Road to Winchester 
Road (CA Hwy 79) to Jefferson 
Avenue; southerly along Jefferson 
Avenue to U.S. Hwy 395; southerly 
along U.S. Hwy 395 to the Riverside 
County-San Diego County boundary 
line; westerly along said boundary line 
to the Orange County-San Diego 
County boundary line; southerly along 
said boundary line to the Pacific 
Ocean; northwesterly along the shore- 
line of the Pacific Ocean to point of 
beginning, including the point of 
March Air Force Base. 2. Beginning at 
the point the San Francisco-San 
Mateo County line meets the Pacific 
Ocean; then easterly along said county 
line to a point 1 mile west of CA Hwy 
82; southerly along an imaginary line 1 
mile west of and paralleling CA Hwy 
82 to its intersection with Southern 
Pacific Co. right-of-way at Arastradero 
‘Road; southeasterly along the South- 
ern Pacific Co. right-of-way to Pollard 
Road, including industries served by 
the Southern Pacific Co. spur line ex- 
tending approximately 2 miles south- 
west from Simla to Permanente; eas- 
terly along Pollard Road to West Parr 
Avenue; easterly along West Parr 
Avenue to Capri Drive; southerly 
along Capri Drive to Division Street; 
easterly along Division Street to the 
Southern Pacific Co. right-of-way; 
southerly along the Southern Pacific 
right-of-way to the Campbell-Los 
Gatos City limits; easterly. along said 
limits and the prolongation thereof to 
South Bascom Avenue (formerly San 
Jose-Los Gatos Road); northeasterly 
along South Bascom Avenue to Fox- 
worthy Avenue; easterly along Fox- 
worthy Avenue to Almaden Road; 
southerly along Almaden road to Hilis- 
dale Avenue; easterly along Hillsdale 
Avenue to CA Hwy 82; northwesterly 
along CA Hwy 82 to Tully Road; 
northeasterly along Tully Road and 
the prolongation thereof to White 
Road; northwesterly along White 
Road to McKee Road; southwesterly 
along McKee Road to Capitol Avenue; 
northwesterly along Capitol Avenue to 


CA Hwy 238 (Oakland Road); norther- 
ly along CA Hwy 238 to Warm 
Springs; northerly along CA Hwy 238 
(Mission Boulevard) via Mission San 
Jose and Niles to Hayward; northerly 
along Foothill Boulevard and MacAr- 
thur Boulevard to Seminary Avenue; 
easterly along Seminary Avenue to 
Mountain Boulevard; northerly along 
Mountain Boulevard to Warren Boule- 
vard (CA Hwy 13); northerly along 
Warren Boulevard to Broadway Ter- 
race; westerly along Broadway Terrace 
to College Avenue; northerly along 
College Avenue to Dwight Way; eas- 
terly along Dwight Way to the Berke- 
ley-Oakland boundary line; northerly 
along said boundary line to the 
campus boundary of the University of 
California; westerly, northerly, and 
easterly along the campus boundary to 
Euclid Avenue; northerly along Euclid 
Avenue to Marin Avenue; westerly 
along Marin Avenue to Arlington 
Avenue; northerly along Arlington 
Avenue to San Pablo Avenue (CA Hwy 
123); northerly along San Pablo 
Avenue to and including the city of 
Richmond to Point Richmond; south- 
erly along an imaginary line from 
Point Richmond to the San Francisco 
waterfront at the foot of Market 
Street; westerly along said waterfront 
and shoreline to the Pacific Ocean; 
southerly along the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean to point of beginning. 3. 
Beginning at an imaginary line at a 
point approximately 4 miles north of 
La Jolla on the Pacific Coast shoreline 
running east to Miramar on U.S. Hwy 
395, then following an imaginary line 
running southeasterly to Lakeside on 
CA Hwy 67; then southerly on County 
Road Si7 (Sand Diego County) and its 
prolongation to CA Hwy 94; easterly 
on CA Hwy 94 to Jamul; then due 
south following an imaginary line to 
the CA-Mexico boundary line; then 
westerly along the boundary line to 
the Pacific Ocean and north along the 
shoreline to point of beginning. And 
between said territories serving all 
points on and within 10 miles laterally 
of Interstate Hwy 5, between Stockton 
and San Diego; U.S. Hwy 101, or CA 
Hwy 1, between Los Angeles and San 
Francisco, CA; CA Hwy 99 between 
Stockton and Wheeler Ridge and CA 
Hwy 4 between its junction with Inter- 
state Hwy 80 near ‘Pinole, CA and 
Stockton, CA. (Hearing site: Los Ange- 
les, CA.) 


Note.—The purpose of this partial correc- 
tion is to indicate the correct authority 
sought. The rest of the publication remains 
the same. The purpose of the application is 
to convert a certificate of registration to a 
certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity. This application is directly related to 
three section 5(2) finance proceedings, dock- 
eted MC-F-13589, MC-F-13590, and MC-F- 
13591, each published in the FEDERAL REcIs- 
TER issue of July 20, 1978. 
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MC 121298 (Sub-27F), filed August 
30, 1978. Applicant: TAJON TRANS- 
PORT, INC., 1149 East Fifth Street, 
P.O. Box 41, Ashtabula, OH 44404. 
Representative: Paul F. Beery, 275 
East State Street, Columbus, OH 
43215. Authority sought to operate as 
a@ common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bulk commod- 
ities, in dump trucks, between Ashta- 


bula County, OH, on the one hand,- 


and, on the other, points in OH. 
(Hearing site: Columbus, OH.) 


NotTe.—This matier is directly related to 
the Standard Slag Co.—Control—Tajon 
Transport, Inc., in MC-F-13718F, published 
in a previous section of this FepERAL REGIS- 
TER issue. The purpose of this application is 
to convert a certificate of registration to a 
certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. HomMgE, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26433 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


{Notice No. 715] 
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 


SEPTEMBER 15, 1978. 


Cases assigned for hearing, post- 
ponement, cancellation or oral argu- 
ment appear below and will be pub- 
lished only. once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings will be on 
the issues as presently reflected in the 
official docket of the Commission. An 
attempt will be made to publish no- 
tices of cancellation of hearings as 
promptly as possible, but interested 
parties should take appropriate steps 
to insure that they are notified of can- 
cellation or postponements of hearings 
in which they are interested. 


MC-F-13490, Hvman Freightways, Inc.— 
purchase (portion)—Keomah Truck Lines, 
Inc. and MC 1-8835 (Sub-43F), Hyman 
Freightways, Inc. transferred to modified 
procedure. 

MC-F-13604, Yellow Freight System, Inc.— 
purchase (portion)—Schaller Trucking 
Corp. and MC 112713 (Sub-214F), Yellow 
Freight System, Inc., transferred to modi- 
fied procedure. 

MC 140123 (Sub-5F), Graham Transfer, 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on Septem- 
ber 20, 1978, at Nashville, TN is canceled 
and transferred to modified procedure. 

MC 143059 (Sub-16F), Mercer Transporta- 
tion Co., now being assigned October 10, 
1978 (4 days), at Denver, CO, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 109397 (Sub-398F), Tri-State Motor 
Transit Co., is now assigned for hearing 
October 30, 1978 at Dallas, TX (1 day) and 
will be held at Room 5A15-17 Federal 
Building, 1100 Commerce Street. é 

MC 110098 (Sub-166F), Zero Refrigerated 
Lines now assigned October 18, 1978 at 


NOTICES 


Des Moines, IA (2 days) is canceled and 
transferred to modified procedure. 

MC 41404 (Sub-130), Argo-Collier Truck 
Lines Corp., now assigned September 18, 
1978 at Milwaukee, WI (3 days), is can- 
celed and transferred to modified proce- 
dure. 

MC 144041 (Sub-11F) Downs Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., now assigned October 17, 
1978 at Chicago, IL is canceled and trans- 
ferred to modified procedure. 

MC 142789, Wetco, Inc., d.b.a. Key Limou- 
sine, now assigned October 16, 1978, at 
Salt Lake City, UT, in Room 3421, Federal 
Building, 125 South State Street. 

MC 113651 (Sub-269F), Indiana Refrigera- 
tor Lines, Inc., now assigned September 
20, 1978, at Boston, MA, is postponed in- 
definitely. 

MC 144464F, United States Student Travel 
Service, Inc., d.b.a. Travelon Tours now 
assigned October 17, 1978 at Washington, 
DC at the offices of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-26552 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


{Corrected Service Order No. 1304; 
Exception No. 11] , 


DECISION 


SEPTEMBER 7, 1978. 


Chicago and North Western Trans- 
portation Co. 

The Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Co. (CNW) owns 4,522 
jumbo covered hopper cars subject to 
Corrected Service Order No. 1304. On 
August i, 1978, 904, or 20.0 percent of 
these cars were being used in unit- 
grain-train services, 2,852 for general 
grain traffic and 766 for transporting 
commodities other than grain. 

On September 5, 1978, CNW report- 
ed that it had an adequate number of 
jumbo covered hopper cars available 
for general grain traffic but that be- 
cause of the provisions of Corrected 
Service Order No. 1304 limiting to 
twenty percent (20%) of ownership 
the number’ of jumbo covered hopper 
cars it may use in unit-grain-train ser- 
vices, it is unable to furnish an addi- 
tional twenty-five-car unit-grain-train 
for five trips as requested by one of its 
shippers. Use by CNW of an additional 
twenty five (25) of its cars in unit- 
grain-train service will not impair its 
ability to furnish jumbo covered 
hopper cars to general grain shippers 
at the present level of orders for these 
cars. 

It is ordered, Pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in the Railroad Service 
Board by section (a)(6) of Corrected 
Service Order No. 1304, the Chicago 
and North Western Transportation 
Co. (CNW) is authorized to place an 
additional twenty five (25) jumbo cov- 
ered hopper cars in unit-grain-train 
service for five trips regardless of the 
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provisions of section (a)(1) and of sec- 
tion (a)(5) of this order. The cars to be 
used must not be withdrawn from gen- 
eral grain service in order to furnish 
cars for this movement. 


By the Railroad Service Board, 
members Joel E. Burns, Robert S. 
Turkington, and John R. Michael. 


Effective September 7, 1978. 
Expires November 15, 1978. 


JOEL E. Burns, 
Chairman, 
Railroad Service Board. 


(FR Doc. 78-26554 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
(Rev. S.O. 1332; Exception No. 2] 


DECISION 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1978. 
Various railroads have stored empty 
cars used by the automobile industry. 
These cars are not being used at the 


‘present time account model change- 


over. These cars are described in items 
1660, 1665, and 1915 of Agent D. M. 
Rogers’ Tariff 4-K, ICC H-74. These 
cars are not suitable for general 
freight because of their specialized 
construction. Compliance with Revised 
Service Order No. 1332 would require 
that these cars be returned to their 
owners, thus creating unnecessary 
empty mileage and excessive switch- 
ing. 

Order. Pursuant to the authority 
vested in the Railroad Service Board 
by section (a)(v) of Service Order No. 
1332, empty cars described in items 
1660, 1665, and 1915 of Agent D. M. 
Rogers’ Tariff 4-K, ICC H-74, are 
exempt from the provisions of this 
order. 


Effective September 5, 1978. 
Expires October 31, 1978. 


JOEL E. Burns, 
Chairman, 
Railroad Service Board. 


{FR Doc. 78-26553 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Corrected S.O. 1304; Exception 10] 
DECISION 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1978. 


The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacif- 
ic Railroad Co. (RI) owns 5,701 jumbo 
hopper cars subject to Corrected Serv- 
ice Order No. 1304. On August 1, 1978, 
564, or 9.9 percent of these cars were 
being used in unit-grain-train services, 
4,069 for general grain traffic and 
1,068 for transporting commodities 
other than grain. 

Several shippers have financed re- 
pairs of RI jumbo covered hopper cars, 
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and many of the cars are still in a pay- 
back status. These cars have been 
placed in assigned service to the ship- 
per who financed repairs. Some ship- 
pers need to use a number of these 
cars in unit-grain-train service. Use by 
RI of these shipper financed jumbo 
hopper cars in unit-grain-train service 
will not impair its ability to furnish 
jumbo covered hopper cars to general 
grain shippers at the present level of 
orders for these cars. 

It is ordered, Pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in the Railroad Service 
Board by section (a)(6) of Corrected 
Service Order No. 1304, Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad Co. is au- 
thorized to use shipper financed re- 
paired Rock Island jumbo covered 
hopper cars in unit-grain-train service 
of the specific shippers who financed 
the rehabilitation of the cars regard- 
less of the provisions of section (a)(1) 
and section (a)(5) of this order. 


By the Railroad Service Board, 
members Joel E. Burns, Robert S. 
Turkington, and John R. Michael. 


Effective September 5, 1978. 
Expires December 15, 1978. 


JcEL E. Burns, 
Chairman, 
Railroad Service Board. 


(FR Doc. 78-26588 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7635-61] 


(Rev. S.O. 1332; Exception No. 3] 
DECISION 


SEPTEMBER 11, 1978. 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad Co. (RI) has purchased new 
“XM” boxcars which will be delivered 
to Burlington Northern Inc. (BN) at 
Portland, Oreg., for movement to the 
RI. RI has allowed BN to load these 
cars on the west coast for movement 
east. Reduced loadings of these cars 
on the BN to destinations as directed 
by RI means the BN will hold some of 
the cars beyond the 60 hours permit- 
ted in section (a)}(2Xii) of this order 
prior to placing of cars for loading. 

Order. Pursuant to the authority 
vested in the Railroad Service Board 
by section (a)(1)(v) of Revised Service 
Order No. 1332, Burlington Northern, 
Inc. is authorized to assemble and 
hold up to 150 new Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad Co. “XM” 
boxcars for loading on the west coast, 
regardless of the provisions of section 
(a)(2)(ii) of this order. 

These cars shall become fully sub- 
ject to all provisions of Revised Serv- 
ice Order No. 1332 when loading is 
completed and instructions for for- 
warding are received from the shipper. 


Effective September 11, 1978. 


NOTICES 


Expires October 31, 1978. 


JOEL E. BuRNS, 
Chairman, 
Railroad Service Board. 


(FR Doc. 78-26562 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Ex Parte 241; Exemption No. 151] 


EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISIONS OF THE 
MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 


It appearing, That there is an emer- 
gency movement of military supplies 
from Crane, Ind., to Charleston, S.C.; 
that the originating carrier has insuf- 
ficient system cars of suitable dimen- 
sions immediately available for load- 
ing with this traffic; that sufficient 
cars of other ownerships having suit- 
able dimensions are available on the 
lines of the originating carrier and on 
its connections; and that compliance 
with car service rules 1 and 2 would 
prevent the timely assembly and use 
of such cars. 

It is ordered, That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by car service 
rule 19, the car service division of the 
Association of American Railroads is 
authorized to direct the movement to 
the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Co. (Milwaukee), the 
railroads designated by the car service 
division are authorized to move to, and 
the Milwaukee is authorized to accept, 
assemble, and load not to exceed 20 
empty plain boxcars with military sup- 
plies from Crane, Ind., to Charleston, 
S.C., regardless of the provisions of car 
service rules 1 and 2. 

It is further ordered, That this ex- 
emption shall constitute a modifica- 
tion of the provisions of section 
(aX(2)Gii) of Revised Service Order No. 
1332, and of ail provisions of Revised 
Service Order No. 1301. 


Effective September 5, 1978. 
Expires September 25, 1978. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
ComMISSION, 
JOEL E. Burns, 
Agent. 
{FR Doc. 78-26555 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{33d Rev. Exemption No. 12] 


EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF THE 
MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 


It appearing that the railroads 
named herein own numerous piain 
boxcars; that under present conditions 
there is virtually no demand for these 
cars on the lines of the car owners; 
that return of these cars to the car 
owners would result in their being 
stored idle on these lines: that such 
cars can be used by other carriers for 


transporting traffic offered for ship- 
ments to points remote from the car 
owners; and that compliance with car 
service rules 1 and 2 prevents such use 
of plain boxcars owned by the rail- 
roads listed herein, resulting in unnec- 
essary loss of utilization of such cars. 
It is ordered, That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by car service 
rule 19, plain boxcars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 
ICC-RER No. 408, issued by W. J. Tre- 
zise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designation “XM”’’ 
or “XMI’*, and bearing reporting 
marks assigned to the railroads named 
below, shall be exempt from the provi- 
sions of Car Service Rules 1(a), 2a), 
and 2(b). 
Atlantic and Western Railway 
Reporting Marks: ATW 
Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Co. 
Reporting Marks: CIM 
Fonda, Johnstown and Gloversville Rail- 
road Co. 
Reporting Marks: FJG 
{Hartford and Slocomb Railroad Co. de- 
leted] 
Hillsdale County Railway Co. Inc. 
Reporting Marks: HCRC 
Maryland and Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
Reporting Marks: MPA 
Pickens Railroad Co. 
Reporting Marks: PICK 
Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway Co. 
Reporting Marks: RSP 
Wellsville, Addison & Galeton Railroad 
Corp. ; 
Reporting Marks: WAG 


Effective September 15, 1978, and 
continuing in effect until further 
order of this Commission. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 15, 1978. _ 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
ComMISSION, 
. JOEL E. BurRNS, 
Agent. 


(FR Doc. 78-26559 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Notice No. 108] 


MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


The following publications include 
motor carrier, water carrier, broker, 
and freight forwarder transfer applica- 
tions filed under section 212(b), 206(a), 
211, 312(b), and 410(g) of the Inier- 
state Commerce Act. 

Each application (except as other- 
wise specifically noted) contains a 
statement by applicants that there 
will be no signficant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re-_ 
sulting from approval of the applica- 
tion. 

Protests against approval of the ap- 
plications, which may include a re- 
quest for oral hearing, must be filed 


*Revised to add “XMI” cars. 
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with the Commission on or before Oc- 
tober 23, 1978. Failure reasonably to 
file a protest will be construed as a 
waiver of opposition and participation 
in the proceeding. A protest must be 
served upon applicants’ 
representative(s), or applicants (if no 
such representative is named), and the 
protestant must certify that such serv- 
ice has been made. 

Unless otherwise specified, the 
signed original and six copies of the 
protest shall be filed with the Com- 
mission. All protests must specify with 
particularlity the factual basis, and 
the section of the Act, or the applica- 
bie rule governing the proposed trans- 
fer which protestant believes would 
preclude approval of the application. 
If the protest contains a request for 
oral hearing, the request shall be sup- 
- ported by an explanation as to why 
the evidence sought to be presented 
cannot reasonably be submitted 
_ through the use of affidavits. 

The operating rights set forth below 
are in synopses form, but are deemed 
sufficient to place interested persons 
on notice of the proposed transfer. 


MC-FC-77679, filed May 19, 1978. 
Transferee: RICCI TRANSPORTA- 
TION CO., INC., Odessa, Avenue at 
Aloe Street, Pomona, NJ 08240. Trans- 
feror: John Viano and Edward. Viano, 
d.b.a. Viano Bros., Harding Highway, 
Landisville, NJ 08326. Representative: 
J. Raymond Clark, Attorney, 600 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Suite 1150, 
Washington, DC 20637. Authority 
sought for purchase by transferee of a 
portion of the operating rights of 
transferor, as set forth in certificates 
MC 60122 (Sub-6) and MC 60122 (Sub- 
8), issued December 27, 1972 .and 
August 19, 1977, Respectively, as fol- 
lows: Malt beverages, in containers, 
from Winston-Salem, NC and Syra- 
cuse, NY to Landisville, NJ. Transfer- 
ee presently holds authority from this 
Commission under the lead docket MC 
127955 MC 138510. Application has 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 


Ld 
REPUBLICATION 


MC-FC-77709, filed June 13, 1978. 
Transferee: WESTERN CARRIERS, 
INC., 2160 Alaska Way, Seattie, WA 
98121. Transferor: Everett Trucking, 
Inc., P.O. Box 1105, Mount Vernon, 
WA 98273. Representative: George R. 
LaBissoniere, Esq., 1100 Norton Build- 
ing, Seattle, WA 98104. This amends 
the notice published in the FeprerRaL 
REGISTER on August 14, 1978, to in- 
clude the requested transfer of the op- 
erating rights of transferor as set 
forth in certificate MC 135518 (Sub-4) 
issued August 7, 1978, as follows: Food- 
stuffs, in vehicles equipped with me- 
chanical refrigeration, from points in 
a described portion of CA to points in 
OR and WA. 


NOTICES 


MC-FC-77760, filed July 13, 1978. 
Transferee: CON WEIMAR CORP., 
P.O. Box 434, 401 Commerce Road, 
Linden, NJ 07036. Transferor: Twin 
Haulage Co., 401 Commerce Road, 
Linden, NJ 07036. Representative: 
George A. Olsen, Practitioner, P.O. 
Box 537, Gladstone, NJ 07934. Author- 
ity sought for purchase by transferee 
of the operating rights of transferor as 
set forth in certificate MC 105607 
(Sub-5) issued November 10, 1977, as 
follows: Animal fats, animel fatty 
acids, inedibie animal tallows, and 
animal greases, from Vineland, 
Camden, South Plainfield, Elizabeth, 
Newark, Harrison, Kearny, Gutiten- 
berg, and Paterson, NJ, to points in 
that part of the New York, NY com- 
mercial zone, as defined in Commer- 
cial Zones and Terminal Areas, 53 
MCC 451, within which local oper- 
ations may be conducted pursuant to 
the partial exemption of section 
203(b)(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act (the “exempt” zone), from 
Kearny, Harrison, and Newark, NJ, to 
Bristol and Philadelphia, PA, from 
Chester, NY to points in that part of 
the New York, NY commercial zone, as 
defined in Commercial Zones and Ter- 
minal Areas, 53 MCC 451, within 
which local operations may be con- 
ducted pursuant to the partial exemp- 
tion of section 208(b)(8) of the Act 
(the “exempt” zone), Newark, Harri- 
son, and Jersey City, NJ, inedible 
animal tallows and aminal greases, 
from points in that part of the New 
York, NY commercial zone, as defined 
in Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas, 53 MCC 451, within which local 
operations may be conducted pursuant 
to the partial exemption of section 
203(b)(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act (the “exempt” zone), to Kearney, 
Newark, and Camden, NJ and Phila- 
deiphia, PA, animal fats, inedibie 
animal tallows and, animal greases, 
from Philadelphia, PA to Newark, NJ 
and points in that part of the New 
York, NY commercial zone, as defined 
in Commercial Zones’ and Terminal 
Areas, 53 MCC 451, within which local 
operations may be conducted pursuant 
to the partial exemption of section 
203(b8) of the Act (the “exempt” 
zone), animal or red oil, from Newark, 
NJ to Philadelphia, Conshohocken, 
and Northampton, PA, fish oil and sea 
aminal oil, from Guttenberg, NJ, to 
points in that part of the New York, 
NY commercial zone, as defined in 
Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas, 53 MCC 451, within which local 
operations may be conducted pursuant 
to the partial exemption of section 
203(b)(8) of the Act (the “exempt” 
zone), Conshohocken and Philadel- 
phia, PA, coconut oil and palm oil, 
from Guttenberg, NJ to Bristol and 
Philadelphia, PA. Transferee present- 
ly holds no authority from this Com- 
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mission. Application has not been filed 
for temperary authority under section 
210a(b). 


MC-FC-77779, filed July 25, 1978. 
Transferee: ALVIN O. PETERSON, 
d.b.a. K & A TRUCKING, Route 4, 
Eau Claire, WI 54701. Transferor: 
Robert S. Ryan, d.b.a. Ryan Trucking, 
Route 4, Box 208A, Eau Claire, WI 
54761. Representative: Samuel Ruben- 
stein, Practitioner, 301 North Fifth 
Street, Minneapolis, MN 55403. Au- 
thority sought for purchase by trans- 
feree of the operating rights of trans- 
feror as set forth in permit No. MC 
142646 (Sub-2) issued June 23, 1978, as 
follows: Meat scraps and bone, from 
Eau Claire, WI to points in IL, IA, and 
MN, restricted to a transportation 
service to be performed tinder contract 
with Fau Claire Rendering Co., Inc., of 
Eau Claire, WI. Transferee presently 
holds no authority from this Commis- 
sion. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 


MC-FC-77791, filed’ August 1, 1978. 

ransferee: CENTROPOLIS STEEL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 791 North 
Sterling, Sugar Creek, MO 64054. 
Transferor: Centropolis Transfer Co., 
Inc., 701 North Sterling, Sugar Creek, 
MO 64054. Representative: Frank W. 
Taylor, Jr., Esq., Suite 600, 1221 Balti- 
more Avenue, Kansas City, MO 64105. 
Authority sought for purchase by 
transferee of that portion of the oper- 
ating rights of transferor set forth in 
certificate MC 61955, issued October 
14, 1976, as follows: Fencing, construc- 
tion steel, angles, bars, etc., between 
Kansas City, MO, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in MO and 
KS, and such iron and steel articles as 
are used on construction projects from 
Kansas City, MO, to points in NE. 
Transferee presently holds no authori- 
ty from this Commission. No applica- 
tion for temporary authority has been 
filed under section 210a(b). 


MC-FC-77797, filed July 27, 1978. 
Transferee: QUASAR EXPRESS, 
INC., 1812 K Avenue, Sioux Falls, SD 
57101. Transferor: Williams Truck 
Service, Inc., 1812 K Avenue, Sicux 
Fails, SD 57101. Representative: Scott 
E. Daniel, Esq., Suite 560, The Atrium, 
1200 N Street, P.O. Box 82028, Lin- 
colin, NE 68501. Authority sought by 
ransferee to purchase the operating 
rights issued in the name of Ray Wil- 
liams and Arlene Williams, a partner- 
ship, d.b.a. Williams Truck Service, as 
set forth in permit Nos. MC 111720 
and (Subs-l, -3, -5, -7, -8, -10, and -11), 
on December 20, 1950, May 26, 1953, 
November 18, 1960, October 30, 1964, 
March 25, 1969, March 12, 1970, May 
14, 1974, and April 12, 1974, respective- 
ly, and acquired by transferor in MC- 
FC-76847, consummated December 8, 
1977, as follows: Specified commodities 
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from, to, or between specified points 
and counties in CT, DE, GA, IL, IN, 
IA, KY, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, NH, 
NJ, NY, NC, OH, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, 
VT, VA, WV, and DC. Authority also 
sought for purchase by transferee of 
the transferor as set forth in permit 
MC 111720 (Sub-13), issued May 3, 
1978, as follows: Meat, meat products, 
meat’ byproducts and articles distrib- 
uted by meat packinghouses, from the 
facilities of Geo. A. Hormel & Co., at 
or near Fremont, NE and Ottumwa, 
IA, to points in VA, WV, and NC. 
Transferee presently holds no authori- 
ty from this Commission. Application 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b) was granted August 17, 1978. 


MC-FC-77815. Transferee: BAN- 
DERA DRILLING CO., INC., d.b.a. 
Bandera Trucking Co., P.O. Box 471, 
Abilene, TX 79604. Transferor: J. Mur- 
rell Brown Oil Field Trucking, Inc., 
P.O. Box 1354, Levelland, TX 79336. 
Representative: Albert G. Walker, Jr., 
Attorney for the Transferee, 612 Capi- 
tal National Bank Building, Austin, 
TX 78701. Authority sought for pur- 
chase by transferee of the operating 
rights of transferor, as set forth in cer- 
tificate of registration MC 96801 (Sub- 
1), issued March 11, 1976, as follows: 
Pipe, when used in the construction 
and maintenance of water lines, oil 
field equipment and pipe, when 
moving as oilfield equipment, specified 
construction machinery and equip- 
ment and parts thereof, when said 
commodities are not moving as oilfield 
equipment and only when such equip- 
ment requires the use of special de- 
vices, facilities, or equipment, between 
points in TX. Transferee presently 
holds no authority from this Commis- 
sion. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

H. G. HomMeE, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-26560 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Ex Parte No. MC-120] 


PETITION TO RELAX ENTRY ON THE TRANS- 
PCORTATION OF SMALL SHIPMENTS WEIGH- 
ING 500 POUNDS OR LESS 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


NOTICES 


ACTION: Extension of filing deadline. 


SUMMARY: The Commission pub- 
lished a notice of the filing of the 
above-captioned petition in the FEDER- 
AL REGISTER on August 22, 1978, at 
pages 37329-37330. The notice pro- 
vided that written comments on the 
proposal were due on or before Octo- 
ber 6, 1978. Because of the great inter- 
est in the proposal and the complexity 
of the issues involved, the Commis- 
sion, by this notice, is extending the 
deadline for filing comments until No- 
vember 6, 1978. No further extensions 
are contemplated. 


FCR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Michael Erenberg, 202-275-7292. 
Decided September 15, 1978. 


By the Commission, J. Patterson 
King, Acting Director, Office of Pro- 
ceedings. 


INFORMATION 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-26563 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{ICC Order No. 62; Rev. S.O. 1252; Amdt. 4] 
REROUTING OF TRAFFIC 


Upon further consideration of ICC 
Order No. 62 (the Chesapeake & Ohio 
Railway Co.) and good cause appear- 
ing therefor: 

It is ordered, ICC Order No. 62 is 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (g) for paragraph (g) there- 
of: 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., September 30, 
1978, unless otherwise modified, 
changed, or suspended. 

Effective date: This amendment 
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
September 15, 1978. 

This amendment shall be served 
upon the Association of American 
Railroads, Car Service Division, as 
agent of all railroads subscribing to 
the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, 


and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association. A copy of this 
amendment shall be filed with the Di- 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 15, 1978. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
CoMMISSION, 


JOEL E. Burns, 
Agent. 


(FR Doc. 78-26556 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


{Rev. ICC Order No. 65; Rev. S.O. 1252; 
Amat. 4] 


REROUTING OF TRAFFIC 


Upon further consideration of Re- 
vised ICC Order No. 65 (CP Rail and 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton Railroad 
> and good cause appearing there- 
or: 

It is ordered, Revised ICC Order No. 
65 is amended by substituting the fol- 
lowing paragraph (g) for paragraph 
(g) thereof: 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., September 30, 
1978, unless otherwise modified, 
changed or suspended. 

Effective date: This amendment 
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
September 15, 1978. 


This amendment shall be served 
upon the Association of American 
Railroads, Car Service Division, as 
agent of all railroads subscribing to 
the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, 
and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association. A copy of the 
amendment shall be filed with the Di- 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 15, 1978. : 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION, 


JOEL E. BuRNs, 
Agent. 


{FR Doc. 78-26557 Filed 9-20-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6320-01] 


{M-164, Amdt. 1; Sept. 15, 1978] 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. 


Notice of addition of items to the 
September 20, 1978, meeting agenda. 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., September 
20, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 1027, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. 


SUBJECT: 9a. Docket 29789, Hous- 
ton/New Orleans-Yucatan Route Pro- 
ceeding—Opinion and Order (OGC). 
9b. Docket 26487, Transatlantic— 
Transpacific and Latin American Serv- 
ice Mail Rate Investigation (OGC). 


STATUS: Open. 
PERSON TO CONTACT: 


Phyllis T. Kaylor, the Secretary, 
202-673-5068. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Item 9a is being added to the Septem- 
ber 20, 1978, calendar because the 
public target date for release of the 
Boara’s opinion in this case is Septem- 
ber 25 and there appears to be no 
other meeting before that date. The 
original meeting for September 20, 
1978, was issued before it was realized 
that Docket 26487, Item 9b needs to be 
discussed at the September 20, 1978, 
meeting. Accordingly, the following 
members have voted that agency busi- 
ness requires the addition of these 
items to the agenda and that no earli- 
er announcement of the additions was 
possible. 


Chairman, Alfred E. Kahn 
Member, Richard J. O’Melia (disapproves) 
Member, Elizabeth E. Bailey 


All amendments to previously an- 
nounced agendas are publicly posted 
at the Board’s offices, sent to the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER for publication, and 
mailed to parties to docketed cases af- 
fected by the change. We regret any 
inconvenience that may be caused by 
these changes or the delayed receipt 
of our notices. 


{S-1913-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[6320-01] 
2 


(M-164, Amdt. 2, Sept. 15, 1978] 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. 


Notice of addition of item to the 
September 20, 1978, agenda. 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., September 
20, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 1027, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. 


SUBJECT: 8a. Docket 32049, Applica- 
tion of Hughes Air Corp., d.b.a. 
Hughes Airwest to amend its permit 
for route 76F to add two new U.S. and 
five new Mexican coterminal points 
(BIA, OGC). 


STATUS: Open. 
PERSON TO CONTACT: 


Phyllis T. Kaylor, The Secretary, 
202-673-5068. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Hughes Airwest, Inc., informed the 
Board on September 14 that it wishes 
to commence service on the routes ap- 
plied for in Docket 32049 on October 
29, 1978. The carrier has advertised 
the service and has fully booked 
flights beginning on that date. We are 
acting on the attached show cause 
order on short notice to allow maxi- 
mum time for approval of a final order 
by the President before the carrier’s 
proposed inauguration of service on 
October 29. Accordingly, the following 
Members have voted that agency busi- 
ness requires the addition of item 8a 
on September 13, 1978, and that no 
earlier announcement of this addition 
was possible: 


Chairman, Alfred E. Kahn 
Member, Richard J. O’Melia (disapproves) 
Member, Elizabeth E. Bailey 


All amendments to previously an- 
nounced agendas are publicly posted 
at the Board’s offices, sent to the Frp- 
ERAL REGIS?TER for publication, and 


mailed to parties to docketed cases af- 
fected by the change. We regret any 
inconvenience that may be caused by 
these changes or the delayed receipt 
of our notices. 


(S-1914-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[6320-01] 
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{M-164, Amdt. 3; Sept. 15, 1978] 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD. 


Notice of addition of item to the 
September 20, 1978, agenda. 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., September 
20, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 1027, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. 


SUBJECT: 9c. Docket 31738, Interna- 
tional Air Cargo Corporation, Egypt; 
Order on Discretionary Review 
(OGC). 


STATUS: Open. 
PERSON TO CONTACT: 


Phyllis T. Kaylor, the Secretary, 
202-673-5068. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The staff has requested that item 9c 
be added to the agenda for September 
20. The announced target date for 
adopting a decision is September 22, 
and the meeting of the 20th will be 
the last meeting before that date. Ac- 
cordingly, the following Members have 
voted that agency business requires 
the addition of item 9c and that no 
earlier announcement of this addition 
was possible: 


Chairman, Alfred E. Kahn 
Member, Richard J. O’Melia 
Member, Elizabeth E. Bailey 


All amendments to previcusly an- 
nounced agendas are publicly posted 
at the Board’s offices, sent to the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER for publication, and 
mailed to parties to docketed cases af- 
fected by the change. We regret any 
inconvenience that may be caused by 
these changes or the delayed receipt 
of our notices. 


{S-1915-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[6570-06] 
4 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU- 
NITY COMMISSION. 
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“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-1878-78. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m. 
(eastern time), Tuesday, September 
19, 1978. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The 
following items are added to the por- 
tion open to the public: 


1. Additional allocation of fiscal year 1978 
funds to State and local agencies. 

2. Modification of a State agency contract 
for development of proposed procedures for 
accreditation of 706 agencies by EEOC. 


A majority of the entire membership 
of the Commission determined by re- 
corded vote that the business of the 
Commission required this change and 
that no earlier announcement was pos- 
sible. 


In favor of change.—Eleanor Holmes 
Norton, Chair; Daniel E. Leach, Vice 
Chair, and Ethel Bent Walsh, Commis- 
sioner. 

Opposed.—None. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Marie D. Wilson, Executive Officer, 
Executive Secretariat, at 202-636- 
6748. 


This notice issued September 18, 
1978. 


{S-1911-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[6570-06] 
5 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU- 
NITY COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-1878-78. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m. 
(eastern time), Tuesday, September 
19, 1978. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The 
following item is added to the portion 
open to the public: 


Private Bar 
Training Workshops. 


A majority of the entire membership 
of the Commission determined by re- 
corded vote that the business of the 
Commission required this change and 
coo no earlier announcement was pos- 
sible. 


In favor of change.—Eleanor Holmes 
Norton, Chair; Daniel E. Leach, Vice 
Chair; and Ethel Bent Walsh, Commis- 
sioner. 


Opposed.—None. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Marie D. Wilson, Executive Officer, 


Program; Recommended - 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


Executive Secretariat, at 202-634- 
6748. 


This notice issued September 18, 
1978. 


{S-1912-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[6570-06] 
6 


EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU- 
NITY COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-187-78. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m. 
(eastern time), Tuesday, September 
19, 1978. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The 
following item is added to the portion 
open to the public: 


Proposed fiscal year 1979 Private Bar Pro- 
gram. 

A majority of the entire membership 
of the Commission determined by re- 
corded vote that the business of the 
Commission required this change and 
that no earlier announcement was pos- 
sible. 


In favor of change.—Eleanor Holmes 
Norton, Chair; Daniel E. Leach, Vice 
Chair; and Ethel Bent Walsh, Commis- 
sioner. 

Opposed.—None. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 

Marie D. Wilson, Executive Officer, 

Executive Secretariat, at 202-634- 

6748. 

This notice issued September 19, 
1978. 

{S-1918-78 Filed 9-19-78; 2:03 pm] 


[6740-02] 
7 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 


“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
43 FR 41334, published September 15, 
1978. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: 10 a.m., 
September 20, 1978. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The 
following item has been added: 
Item No., Docket No., and Company 


ER-9. ER78-337 and ER78-338, Public Serv- 
ice Co. of New Mexico. 


KENNETH F. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{S-1917-78 Filed 9-19-78; 11:17 am] 


[6730-01] 
8 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMIS- 
SION. ‘ 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., September 
27, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 12126, 1100 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20573. 


STATUS: Open. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Report on notation items disposed of 
during August 1978. 

2. Report of the Secretary on times short- 
ened for submitting comments on section 15 
agreements pursuant to delegated authority 
during August 1978. 

3. Report of the Secretary on Applications 
for Admission to Practice approved during 
August 1978 pursuant to delegated authori- 
ty. 

4. Assignment of informal dockets by the 
Secretary during August 1978 pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

5. Trailer Marine Transport Corporation— 
Extension of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion Tariff to U.S. Virgin Islands (Freight 
Tariff No. 6, ICC No. 2). 

6. Sea-Land Service, Inc., South Atlantic/ 
Puerto Rico Trade—Proposed tariff rules 
providing for rate discount if marine insur- 
ance is not requested. 

7. Docket No. 73-22, 73-22 (Sub. No. 1) and 
74-36 (Sub. No. 1); Matson Navigation Co.— 
Changes in rates in the U.S. Pacific Coast- 
Hawaii Trade; Petition for reconsideration 
of decision partially adopting initial deci- 
sion. 

8. Docket No. 76-46—Agreement Nos. T- 
3191 et al.—Petition for reconsideration of 
amended order of investigation. 

9. Docket No. 76-60—Intermodal Dual 
Rate Agreements—Petition for reconsider- 


_ ation of Seatrain International. 


10. Docket No. 78-9—Financial Responsi- 
bility for Water Pollution—Petition for re- 
consideration of final rules. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Joseph C. Poiking, Assistant Secre- 
tary, 202-523-5725. 
{S-1921-78 Filed 9-19-78; 3:33 pm] 


[6750-01] 
9 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Sep- 
tembter 27, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 432, Federal Trade 
Commission Building, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20580. 


STATUS: Open. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Consideration of proposed revision of 
Discovery Rules. 

2. Review and proposed revision of Com- 
mission Rules 2.34 and 3.25(f) concerning 
placement on the public record of material 
relating to consent agreements. 
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3. Consideration of Seattle regional office 
request for proposed TRR regarding disclo- 
sure of toxicity and identity of commercial- 
ly sold plants, File No. 752 3109. 

4. Consideration of proposed modification 
to interpretation 600.8 of the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Wilbur T. Weaver, Office of Public 
Information, 202-523-3830. Recorded 
message: 202-523-3806. 


[S-1922-78 Filed 9-19-78; 3:33 pm] 
[6820-35] 


LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
(COMMITTEE ON PERSONNEL 
AND FACILITIES). 


TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Monday, 
September 25, 1978. 


PLACE: Seventh floor conference 
room, Legal Services Corporation, 733 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 


STATUS: Open meeting. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Adoption of agenda. 
2. Approval of minutes of previous meet- 
ing on April 5, 1978. 
3. Review of proposed Corporation person- 
nel procedures. 
4. Consultation on: 
a. Cost-of-living increases for staff. 
b. Compensation of Corporation offi- 
cers. 


c. Approval of receipt of Corporation 
officers of compensation from sources 
other than the Corporation. 

5. Other business. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Dellanor Young, Office of the Presi- 
dent, telephone 202-376-5100. 
Issued: September 18, 1978. 
THOMAS EHRLICH, 
President. 
(S-1916-78 Filed 9-19-78; 9:19 am] 


[7545-01] 
: 11 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 


BOARD. 


TIME AND DATE: 3 p.m., Friday, Oc- 
tober 6, 1978. 


PLACE: Board Conference Room, 
Sixth Floor, 1717 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20570. 


STATUS: Closed to public observa- 
tion. 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Consideration of applicant qualified 
for appointment to Administrative 
Law Judge. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


William A. Lubbers, Executive Secre- 
tary, Washington, D.C. 20570, tele- 
phone 202-254-9430. 


Dated: Washington, D.C., September 
19, 1978. 


By direction of the Board. 


Georce A. LEET, 
Associate Executive Secretary, 
National Labor’ Relations 
Board. 


{S-1923-78 Filed 9-19-78; 3:45 pm] 


[4910-58] 
12 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD. 


TIME AND DATE: 9 a.m., Thursday, 
September 28, 1978 [NM-78-35]. 


PLACE: NTSB Board Room, National 
Transportation Safety Board, 800 In- 
dependence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20594. 


STATUS: The first three items on the 
agenda will be open to the public; the 
last item will be closed under exemp- 
tion 10 of the Government in the Sun- 
shine Act. . 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Railroad Accident Report—Derailment 
of Atlanta & Saint Andrews Bay Railway 
Co., freight train, Youngstown, Fla., Febru- 
ary 26, 1978. 

2. Special Study—Safe Service Life for 
Liquid Petroleum Pipelines. 

3. Discussion—Lack of national standard 
for minimum skid number value. 

4. Opinion and Order—Administrator v. 
Ribler, Dkt. SE-3593; disposition of the Ad- 
ministrator’s appeal. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 
Sharon Flemming, 202-472-6022. 
{S-1920-78 Filed 9-19-78; 2:03 pm] 


[8010-01] 
13 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 


COMMISSION. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Government in 
the Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that 


42853-42911 


the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion will hold the following meetings 
during the week of September 25, 
1978, in Room 825, 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 


An open meeting will be held on 
Thursday, September 28, 1978, at 10 
a.m. Closed meetings will be held on 
Tuesday, September 26, 1978, at 10 
a.m., and on Thursday, September 28, 
1978, immediately following the open 
meeting. 


The Commissioners, their legal assis- 
tants, the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion, and recording secretaries will 
attend the closed meetings. Certain 
staff members who are responsible for 
the calendared maiters may be pres- 
ent. 


The General Counsel of the Com- 
mission, or his designee, has certified 
that, in his opinion, the items to be 
considered at the closed meetings may 
be considered pursuant to one or more 
of the exemptions set forth in 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c) (4), (8), (9)(A), and (10) and 17 
CFR 200.402(a)(8), (9)¢i), and (10). 

Commissioners Loomis, Evans, Pol- 
lack, and Karmel determined to hold 
the aforesaid meetings in closed ses- 
sion. 

The subject matter of the closed 
meeting scheduled for Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 26, 1978, at 10 a.m., will be: 

Access to investigative files by Federal, 
State or self-regulatory authorities. 

Dismissal of administrative proceeding of 
an enforcement nature. 

Formal orders of investigation. 

Freedom of Information Act appeals. 

Institution of injunctive actions. 

Other litigation matters. 


The subject matter of the open 
meeting scheduled for Thursday, Sep- 
tember 28, 1978, at 10 a.m., will be: 

Consideration of a release announcing the 
adoption of Form SECO-4-78 which estab- 
lishes the annual fees and assessment sched- 
ule for SECO broker-dealers for fiscal year 
1978. For further information, please con- 
tact Daniel L. Bateman at 202-755-1300. 


The subject matter of the closed 
meeting immediately following the 
open meeting scheduled for Thursday, 
September 28, 1978, will be: 


Institution of injunctive action. 
Other litigation matter. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, 
PLEASE CONTACT: 


Beverly Rubman at 202-755-1103. 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1978. 
{S-1919-78 Filed 9-19-78; 2:03 pm] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 184—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1978 





